To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations)[Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov}
Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 8:13:32 PM
Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 4:08 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 4:07 PM
To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) <Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov>

4 Mm— A o~ r

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 4:06 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 1:26 PM
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To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) <Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov>

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:56 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM
To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>
Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

CONTACT:

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
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implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

R0O82

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

[ P [ WP, SR § . SRR PR . . T DR D DS S DRy I S SRR NI NP U PRI, S YUC I D

Christian[Christian.Morgan@mail.house.govj;
rachel_santos@appro.senate.govjrachel_santos@appro.senate.govyj;
rcoleman@fbtlaw.com[rcoleman@fbtlaw.com]; catherine.easley@ky.gov[catherine.easley@ky.gov}
Sent: Thur 5/11/2017 5:08:00 PM

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYML.

CONTACT:
press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnccessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
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environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

RO82

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.govl; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl; Willis,
Sharnett[Willis.Sharnett@epa.gov}]

From: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Mon 4/3/2017 3:15:11 PM

Subject: RE: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

How about Thursday or Friday? If yo

U
Ryan’c o 1.1 A o § TP b1
Qi

want to send along some times that might work with
nyai § ava‘ilaui‘;‘it‘y, WE Can WOrK Coor i ¥

natc
Andrew

From: Dickerson, Aaron [mailto:dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, April 03,2017 10:10 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>; Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov>; Willis, Sharnett <Willis.Sharnett@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

Unfortunately, tomorrow is not good for Ryan but we can set up something later in the week.
Will this just be a phone call?

Also, I'm looping in Sharnett, Ryan’s executive assistant, who will ensure it gets on his calendar.

Aaron Dickerson

Office of the Administrator
U.S. EPA

Phone: 202-564-1783

Fax: 202-501-1338

From: Bennett, Tate
Sent: Sunday, April 2,2017 6:16 PM
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To: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov>
Cec: Dickerson, Aaron <dickerson.aaron@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

Let's aim for Tuesday. Our COS Ryan has actually been on point for this. Looping in my
colleague Aaron to help coordinate on Ryan's schedule. Aaron, does Ryan have any time
between 1-2 on Tuesday to chat with the Senate Ag committee Majority staff?

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 31, 2017, at 3:06 PM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov> wrote:

At this rate, want to shoot for early next week?

How about Monday at 11:00 or around 2:00? Or Tuesday 9:00-10:30 or 1:00-2:00? Let me
know if you need any additional times.

Andrew

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 30, 2017 4:51 PM

To: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew_Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

You bet. Shoot me a note with some times and maybe a list of questions?
Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 30, 2017, at 11:46 AM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov> wrote:

Hey Tate, would there be a good time that our team could connect with folks at EPA
on this? Maybe tomorrow?
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From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 30,2017 9:17 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov>

Subject: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

Heads up that EPA denied a petition that sought to ban chlorpyrifos, a
pesticide crucial to U.S. agriculture.

“We need to provide regulatory certainty to the thousands of American farms
that rely on chlorpyrifos, while still protecting human health and the
environment,” said EPA Administrator Pruitt. “By reversing the previous
Administration’s steps to ban one of the most widely used pesticides in the
world, we are returning to using sound science in decision-making — rather
than predetermined results.”

“This is a welcome decision grounded in evidence and science,” said Sheryl
Kunickis, director of the Office of Pest Management Policy at the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA). “It means that this important pest
management tool will remain available to growers, helping to ensure an
abundant and affordable food supply for this nation and the world. This frees
American farmers from significant trade disruptions that could have been
caused by an unnecessary, unilateral revocation of chlorpyrifos tolerances in
the United States. It is also great news for consumers, who will continue to
have access to a full range of both domestic and imported fruits and
vegetables. We thank our colleagues at EPA for their hard work.”

In October 2015, under the previous Administration, EPA proposed to revoke
all food residue tolerances for chlorpyrifos, an active ingredient in insecticides.
This proposal was issued in response to a petition from the Natural Resources
Defense Council and Pesticide Action Network North America. The October
2015 proposal largely relied on certain epidemiological study outcomes, whose
application is novel and uncertain, to reach its conclusions.

The public record lays out serious scientific concerns and substantive process
gaps in the proposal. Reliable data, overwhelming in both quantity and quality,
contradicts the reliance on — and misapplication of — studies to establish the
end points and conclusions used to rationalize the proposal.

The USDA disagrees with the methodology used by the previous
Administration. Similarly, the National Association of State Departments of
Agriculture also objected to EPA’s methodology. The Federal Insecticide,
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Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP) also
expressed concerns with regard to EPA’s previous reliance on certain data the
Agency had used to support its proposal to ban the pesticide.

The FIFRA SAP is a federal advisory committee operating in accordance with
the Federal Advisory Committee Act and established under the provisions of
FIFRA, as amended by the Food Quality Protection Act of 1996. It provides

ariantific advira infarmatinn and racammaeandatinne tn the FDA Adminictratar
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on pesticides and pesticide-related issues regarding the impact of regulatory
decisions on health and the environment.

For more information on chlorpyrifos and the petition:
https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/chlorpyrifos
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

From: Revels, Stacy
Sent: Mon 4/3/2017 2:22:27 PM
Subject: RE: hi!

Whew! Let me know if anything else comes up. ©

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 9:30 AM

To: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail.house.gov>

Cc: Straughn, Patricia <Patricia.Straughn@mail house.gov>
Subject: RE: hi!

Just figured it out. False alarm. Thanks guys ©

From: Revels, Stacy [mailto:Stacy.Revels@mail.house.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 3,2017 9:00 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cec: Straughn, Patricia <Patricia. Straughn@mail house.gov>
Subject: RE: hi!

Yes, but since it’s only my 3™ week on the job, Patricia Straughn has been point on that bill. We
can give you a call together if you’d like?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 8:57 AM

To: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail house.gov>
Subject: RE: hi!

Hey Stacy! Do you handle the Rodney Davis pesticide bill? If so, can I give you a quick shout?

From: Revels, Stacy [mailto:Stacy.Revels@mail.house.gov]
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Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:24 PM

To: Heggem, Christine <Chris.Heggem@mail house.gov>; Bennett, Tate
<Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: hi!

Thank you, Chris. You’re too kind!

Tate — Happy to connect. Look forward to working with you!

Stacy

From: Heggem, Christine

Sent: Wednesday, March 29,2017 2:11 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail house.gov>
Subject: Re: hi!

Stacy Revels. She's new and she's great!

On Mar 29, 2017, at 2:07 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov> wrote:

Who handles pesticides over yonder?
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Cc: Straughn, Patricia[Patricia.Straughn@mail.house.gov]
From: Revels, Stacy

Sent: Mon 4/3/2017 1:00:07 PM

Subject: RE: hi!

~1 oyt 24101,

Yes, but since it’s only my 3™ week on the job, Patricia Straughn has been point on that bill. We
can give you a call together if you’d like?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 8:57 AM

To: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail.house.gov>
Subject: RE: hi!

Hey Stacy! Do you handle the Rodney Davis pesticide bill? If so, can I give you a quick shout?

From: Revels, Stacy [mailto:Stacy Revels@mail house.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:24 PM

To: Heggem, Christine <Chris.Heggem@mail.house.gov>; Bennett, Tate
<Benunett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: hi!

Thank you, Chris. You’re too kind!

Tate — Happy to connect. Look forward to working with you!

Stacy

From: Heggem, Christine

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:11 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail house.gov>
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Subject: Re: hi!

Stacy Revels. She's new and she's great!

On Mar 29, 2017, at 2:07 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov> wrote:

Who handles pesticides over yonder?
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

From: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Fri 3/31/2017 7:06:28 PM

Subject: RE: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

At this rate, want to shoot for early next week?

How about Monday at 11:00 or around 2:00? Or Tuesday 9:00-10:30 or 1:00-2:00? Let me
know if you need any additional times.

Andrew

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 30, 2017 4:51 PM

To: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

You bet. Shoot me a note with some times and maybe a list of questions?
Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 30, 2017, at 11:46 AM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov> wrote:

Hey Tate, would there be a good time that our team could connect with folks at EPA on
this? Maybe tomorrow?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 30,2017 9:17 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos
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Heads up that EPA denied a petition that sought to ban chiorpyrifos, a pesticide
crucial to U.S. agriculture.

“We need to provide regulatory certainty to the thousands of American farms that
rely on chlorpyrifos, while still protecting human health and the environment,” said
EPA Administrator Pruitt. “By reversing the previous Administration’s steps to ban
one of the most widely used pesticides in the world, we are returning to using

nn_malriny _ rathar than nradaoatarminand rocisife 7
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“This is a welcome decision grounded in evidence and science,” said Sheryl
Kunickis, director of the Office of Pest Management Policy at the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (USDA). “It means that this important pest management tool will
remain available to growers, helping to ensure an abundant and affordable food
supply for this nation and the world. This frees American farmers from significant
trade disruptions that could have been caused by an unnecessary, unilateral
revocation of chlorpyrifos tolerances in the United States. It is also great news for
consumers, who will continue to have access to a full range of both domestic and
imported fruits and vegetables. We thank our colleagues at EPA for their hard
work.”

In October 2015, under the previous Administration, EPA proposed to revoke all
food residue tolerances for chlorpyrifos, an active ingredient in insecticides. This
proposal was issued in response to a petition from the Natural Resources Defense
Council and Pesticide Action Network North America. The October 2015 proposal
largely relied on certain epidemiological study outcomes, whose application is novel
and uncertain, to reach its conclusions.

The public record lays out serious scientific concerns and substantive process gaps
in the proposal. Reliable data, overwhelming in both quantity and quality,
contradicts the reliance on — and misapplication of — studies to establish the end
points and conclusions used to rationalize the proposal.

The USDA disagrees with the methodology used by the previous Administration.
Similarly, the National Association of State Departments of Agriculture also
objected to EPA’s methodology. The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP) also expressed concerns
with regard to EPA’s previous reliance on certain data the Agency had used to
support its proposal to ban the pesticide.

The FIFRA SAP is a federal advisory committee operating in accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act and established under the provisions of FIFRA, as
amended by the Food Quality Protection Act of 1996. It provides scientific advice,
information and recommendations to the EPA Administrator on pesticides and
pesticide-related issues regarding the impact of regulatory decisions on health and
the environment.

For more information on chlorpyrifos and the petition:
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https://www.epa.gov/ingredients-used-pesticide-products/chlorpyrifos
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Thur 3/30/2017 3:46:20 PM

Subject: RE: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

Hey Tate, would there be a good time that our team could connect with folks at EPA on this?
Maybe tomorrow?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, March 30, 2017 9:17 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: Notification: EPA Denies Petition to Ban Chlorpyrifos

Heads up that EPA denied a petition that sought to ban chlorpyrifos, a pesticide crucial
to U.S. agriculture.

“We need to provide regulatory certainty to the thousands of American farms that rely
on chlorpyrifos, while still protecting human health and the environment,” said EPA
Administrator Pruitt. “By reversing the previous Administration’s steps to ban one of the
most widely used pesticides in the world, we are returning to using sound science in
decision-making — rather than predetermined results.”

“This is a welcome decision grounded in evidence and science,” said Sheryl Kunickis,
director of the Office of Pest Management Policy at the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA). “It means that this important pest management tool will remain available to
growers, helping to ensure an abundant and affordable food supply for this nation and
the world. This frees American farmers from significant trade disruptions that could
have been caused by an unnecessary, unilateral revocation of chlorpyrifos tolerances in
the United States. It is also great news for consumers, who will continue to have access
to a full range of both domestic and imported fruits and vegetables. We thank our
colleagues at EPA for their hard work.”

In October 2015, under the previous Administration, EPA proposed to revoke all food

residue tolerances for chlorpyrifos, an active ingredient in insecticides. This proposal
was issued in response to a petition from the Natural Resources Defense Council and
Pesticide Action Network North America. The October 2015 proposal largely relied on
certain epidemiological study outcomes, whose application is novel and uncertain, to

reach its conclusions.

The public record lays out serious scientific concerns and substantive process gaps in
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the proposal. Reliable data, overwhelming in both quantity and quality, contradicts the
reliance on — and misapplication of — studies to establish the end points and conclusions
used to rationalize the proposal.

The USDA disagrees with the methodology used by the previous Administration.
Similarly, the National Association of State Departments of Agriculture also objected to
EPA’s methodology. The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)
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reliance on certain data the Agency had used to support its proposal to ban the
pesticide.

The FIFRA SAP is a federal advisory committee operating in accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act and established under the provisions of FIFRA, as
amended by the Food Quality Protection Act of 1996. It provides scientific advice,
information and recommendations to the EPA Administrator on pesticides and pesticide-
related issues regarding the impact of regulatory decisions on health and the
environment.

For more information on chlorpyrifos and the petition: hitps://www.epa.gov/ingredients-
used-pesticide-products/chlorpyrifos
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl]; Glueck, James
(Agriculture){[James_Glueck@ag.senate.gov]

From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Wed 3/29/2017 9:56:42 PM

Subject: RE: heads up

Sounds good, Tate. And congrats on the new gig!

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 5:43 PM

To: Glueck, James (Agriculture) <James Glueck@ag.senate.gov>

Cc: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: heads up

Of course. Andrew, let’s touch base tomorrow.

From: Glueck, James (Agriculture) [mailto:James Glueck@ag senate.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 4:40 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: heads up

Tate. ..

First...congrats on your new role...exciting stuff!

Second...we’d love a call/briefing on the chloropyrifos issue. It’s something the committee has
been tracking closely for quite a while with Sven and the folks in OPP. I’ve copied Andrew on
this note as he’s the new policy lead on pesticide issues for the Committee.
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Many thanks for the heads-up and for reaching out. ..

jag

4-5238

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:04 PM

To: Glueck, James (Agriculture) <James_Glueck@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: heads up

Hey James!

Just wanted to give you a heads up that Administrator Pruitt will be making an announcement on
Chloropyrifos today. Happy to give you a call if you or your staff want more info.

Best

Tate

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Sr. Advisor to the Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govi

Cc: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)[Andrew_Viasaty@ag.senate.gov]
From: Glueck, James (Agriculture)

Sent: Wed 3/29/2017 8:39:59 PM

Subject: RE: heads up

Tate. ..

First...congrats on your new role...exciting stuff!

Second...we’d love a call/briefing on the chloropyrifos issue. It’s something the committee has
been tracking closely for quite a while with Sven and the folks in OPP. I’ve copied Andrew on
this note as he’s the new policy lead on pesticide issues for the Committee.

Many thanks for the heads-up and for reaching out. ..

jag

4-5238

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:04 PM

To: Glueck, James (Agriculture) <James Glueck@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: heads up

Hey James!

Just wanted to give you a heads up that Administrator Pruitt will be making an announcement on
Chloropyrifos today. Happy to give you a call if you or your staff want more info.
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Best

Tate

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Sr. Advisor to the Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

From: Revels, Stacy
Sent: Wed 3/29/2017 7:32:01 PM
Subject: RE: hi!

Thank you very much for the heads up!

Stacy

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 3:13 PM

To: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail.house.gov>; Heggem, Christine
<Chris.Heggem@mail house.gov>

Subject: RE: hi!

Hey!

Thanks Chris!

Stay, just wanted to let you know that Administrator Pruitt is making an announcement on
Chloropyrifos today. We are denying a petition by PANNA (Pesticide Action Network of North
America) and NRDC to ban entirely the use of Chloropyrifos. I’ll be sure to send you our press
release one it’s out.

-Tate

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Sr. Advisor to the Administrator
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Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Revels, Stacy [mailto:Stacy Revels@mail house.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:24 PM

To: Heggem, Christine <Chris.Heggem@mail . house.gov>; Bennett, Tate
<Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: hi!

Thank you, Chris. You’re too kind!

Tate — Happy to connect. Look forward to working with you!

Stacy

From: Heggem, Christine

Sent: Wednesday, March 29,2017 2:11 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Revels, Stacy <Stacy.Revels@mail house.gov>
Subject: Re: hi!

Stacy Revels. She's new and she's great!

On Mar 29, 2017, at 2:07 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov> wrote:

Who handles pesticides over yonder?
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To: Heggem, Christine[Chris.Heggem@mail.house.gov}; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov}]

From: Revels, Stacy
Sent: Wed 3/29/2017 6:24:09 PM
Subject: RE: hi!

Thank you, Chris. You’re too kind!

Tate — Happy to connect. Look forward to working with you!

Stacy

From: Heggem, Christine

Sent: Wednesday, March 29,2017 2:11 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Revels, Stacy <Stacy Revels@mail house.gov>
Subject: Re: hi!

Stacy Revels. She's new and she's great!

On Mar 29, 2017, at 2:07 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov> wrote:

Who handles pesticides over yonder?
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govi]

Cc: Revels, Stacy[Stacy.Revels@mail.house.gov]
From: Heggem, Christine

Sent: Wed 3/29/2017 6:10:39 PM

Subject: Re: hil!

Stacy Revels. She's new and she's great!

a2 Y. 2 n177
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at - Na +
at 4.V /7 rivi, bolincit

>

Who handles pesticides over yonder?
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl}; Kaiser, Sven-Erik[Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov]
From: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Wed 6/28/2017 8:24:10 PM

Subject: PRIA Reauthorization Markup

RYA17494 .pdf

Here is the manager’s amendment for tomorrow’s PRIA markup. Itis a 3 year reauthorization.

} & P A amoITAT At ATe
11

appy t LSWLL dally {UCSLIULS.
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RYA17494 SL.C.

AMENDMENTNO. | | I | Calendar No. | | |
Purpose: To improve the bill.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES—115th Cong., 1st Sess.
H.R.1029

To amend the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act to improve pesticide registration and
other activities under the Act, to extend and modify
fee authorities, and for other purposes.

Referred to the Committeeon | | I I 1 I 11 1 | and
ordered to be printed

Ordered to lie on the table and to be printed
AMENDMENTS intended to be proposed by Mr. ROBERTS
Viz:
1 On page 2, strike line 3 and insert the following:
2 “Pesticide Registration Improvement Extension Act of
3 20177,

4 On page 2, lines 14 and 15, strike 2017 through
5 2023” and insert 2018 through 2020”.

6 On page 2, line 20, strike 2017 through 2023 and
7 insert “2018 through 2020".
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10
11
12
13
14

15

16
17

2
On page 3, line 2, strike “2017 through 2023 and
insert “2018 through 2020”.

On page 3, line 7, strike “2017 through 2023” and
insert “2018 through 2020".

On page 3, line 11, strike 2017 through 2023 and
insert 2018 through 2020”".

On page 3, line 13, strike “2023” and insert “2020”.

On page 3, strike lines 17 through 20 and insert the
following:

(1) by striking “the date of enactment of this
section and ending on September 30, 2019 and in-
serting “‘the effective date of the Pesticide Registra-
tion Improvement Extension Act of 2017 and ending
on September 30, 2022’; and

On page 4, line 4, strike “2023” and insert “2020”.

On page 4, line 14, insert “‘the period at the end of”

before “‘the second’’.
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10
11

12
13

14
15

3
On page 5, lines 20 and 21, strike 2017 through
2023” and insert “2018 through 2020”".

On page 6, line 8, strike “2017 through 2021 and
insert “2018 through 2020".

On page 7, line 5, insert “or” after “‘powders,”.

On page 7, lines 13 and 14, strike “June 30, 2017.”
and insert “30 days after the effective date of the Pes-

ticide Registration Improvement Extension Act of 2017.”.

On page 7, line 25, strike “2020’" and insert “2019”.

On page 8, line 15, strike “time-to-time” and insert

“time to time”".

On page 9, line 15, strike 2017 through 2023 and
insert “2018 through 2020".

On page 11, strike line 20 and insert the following:

““COVERED APPLICATIONS’; and
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4
1 Beginning on page 11, strike line 25 and all that fol-
lows through “(C) in” on page 12, line 12, and insert the
following:
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “pes-
ticide registration’’; and
(B) in

SN s W

7 On page 14, line 2, strike “2023” and insert “2020”.

8 On page 14, line 7, strike “2023” and insert “2020”.

9 On page 14, line 9, strike “2023"" and insert “2020”.

10 On page 14, line 16, strike “Enhancement” and in-

11 sert “Improvement Extension”.

12 On page 14, line 25, strike “(7 U.S.C. 136w-
13 8(f)(1))” and insert “(7 U.S.C. 136w-8(f))".

14 On page 15, line 4, strike “Enhancement” and insert

15 “Improvement Extension”.

16 On page 16, line 2, strike “2023” and insert “2020”.
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NeRENe N &

10
11

12
13
14
15

16

17
18

5
On page 18, line 18, strike “‘vector-born public health
pests” and insert “invertebrate public health pests that

may transmit vector-borne disease’.

On page 20, line 17, strike “2023" and insert
“2020".

On page 20, strike lines 22 and 23 and insert the
following:
“FiscaL YEAR 2021.—During fiscal year

2021""; and

On page 20, line 25, strike “2023” and insert
“2020”.

On page 21, strike lines 4 and 5 and insert the fol-
lowing:
“FiscaL YEAR 2022.—During fiscal year
2022”; and

On page 21, line 7, strike “2023” and insert “2020”.

On page 21, strike lines 10 and 11 and insert the

following:
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5

6

SL.C.

2019” and inserting “SEPTEMBER 30, 2022.—

Effective September 30, 2022’; and

On page 21, line 14, strike “2023” and insert

“2020".

Beginning on page 21, strike line 22 and all that fol-

6 lows through the end of the bill and insert the following:

7
8
9
10
11
12

“(3) SCHEDULE OF COVERED APPLICATIONS

AND OTHER ACTIONS AND THEIR REGISTRATION

SERVICE FEES.—Subject to paragraph (6),

the

schedule of registration applications and other cov-

ered actions and their corresponding registration

service fees shall be as follows:
“TABLE 1. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW ACTIVE
INGREDIENTS
Decision Registra-
New N i
EPA . Review tion
No. Ss Action Time Service Fee
. (Months), ($)
RO10 1 New Active In- 24 753,082
gredient, Food
use. (2)(3)
R0O20 2 New Active In- 18 627,568
gredient, Food
use; reduced
risk. (2)(3)
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SL.C.

“TABLE 1. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW ACTIVE
INGREDIENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

R040

New Active In-

gredient, Food
use; Experi-
mental Use
Permit appli-
cation; estab-
lish temporary
tolerance; sub-
mitted before
application for
registration;
credit 45% of
fee toward
new active in-
gredient appli-
cation that fol-
lows. (3)

18

462,502

R060

New Active In-

gredient, Non-
food use; out-
door. (2)(3)

21

523,205

RO70

New Active In-

gredient, Non-
food use; out-
door; reduced
risk. (2)(3)

16

436,004

R090

New Active In-

gredient, Non-
food use; out-
door; Experi-
mental Use
Permit appli-
cation; sub-
mitted before
application for
registration;
credit 45% of
fee toward
new active in-
gredient appli-
cation that fol-
lows. (3)

16

323,690
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“TABLE 1. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW ACTIVE
INGREDIENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

R110

New Active In-
gredient, Non-
food use; in-
door. (2)(3)

20

200,994

R120

New Active In-
gredient, Non-
food use; in-
door; reduced
risk. (2)(3)

14

242,495

R121

New Active In-
gredient, Non-
food use; in-
door; Experi-
mental Use
Permit appli-
cation; sub-
mitted before
application for
registration;
credit 45% of
fee toward
new active in-
gredient appli-
cation that fol-
lows. (3)

18

182,327

R122

10

Enriched iso-
mer(s) of reg-
istered mixed-
isomer active
ingredient.
(2)(3)

18

317,128

R123

i

New Active In-
gredient, Seed
treatment
only; includes
agricultural
and non-agri-
cultural seeds;
residues not
expected in
raw agricul-
tural commod-
ities. (2)(3)

18

471,861
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“TABLE 1. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW ACTIVE
INGREDIENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

R125

12

New Active In-

16 323,690
gredient, Seed
treatment; Ex-
perimental
Use Permit
application;
submitted be-
fore applica-
tion for reg-
istration; cred-
it 45% of fee
toward new
active ingre-
dient applica-
tion that fol-

lows. (3)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. In
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.
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(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ferenoe(s) or (c) withdraws the application without prejudloe for submuent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b) the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped iabel to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

“TABLE 2. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW USES

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months);, (%)

R130 13 First food use; 21 191,444
indoor; food/
food handling.
(2 (3)

R140 14 Additional food 15 44,672
use; Indoor;
food/food han-
dling. (3) (4)

R150 15 First food use. 21 317,104
(2)(3)

R155 16 (new) | First food use, 21 264,253
Experimental
Use Permit ap-
plication; a.i.
registered for
non-food out-
door use.

3@

R160 17 First food use; 16 264,253
reduced risk.

(2)3)

R170 18 Additional food 15 79,349
use. (3) (4)
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“TABLE 2. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW USES—
Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

R175 19 Additional food 10 66,124
uses covered
within a crop
group resulting
from the con-
version of ex-
isting approved
crop group(s)
{o one or more
revised crop
groups. (3)(4)

R180 20 Additional food 10 66,124
use; reduced
risk. (3)(4)

R190 21 Additional food 15 476,090
uses; 6 or
more sub-
mitted in one
application.

3@

R200 22 Additional Food 10 396,742
Use; 6 or more
submitted in
one applica-
tion; Reduced
Risk. (3)(4)

R210 23 Additional food 12 48,986
use; Experi-
mental Use
Permit applica-
tion; establish
temporary tol-
erance; no
credit toward
new use reg-
istration.

3@
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“TABLE 2. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW USES—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

($)

R220

24

Additional food
use; Experi-
mental Use
Permit applica-
tion; crop de-
struct basis; no
credit toward
new use reg-
istration.

(3)4)

6

19,838

R230

25

Additional use;
non-food; out-
door. (3) (4)

15

31,713

R240

26

Additional use;
non-food; out-
door; reduced
risk. (3)(4)

10

26,427

R250

27

Additional use;
non-food; out-
door; Experi-
mental Use
Permit applica-
tion; no credit
toward new
use registra-
tion. (3)(4)

19,838

R251

28

Experimental
Use Permit ap-
plication which
requires no
changes to the
tolerance(s);
non-crop de-
struct basis.

)

19,838

R260

29

New use; non-
food; indoor.
(3) 4)

12

15,317
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“TABLE 2. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW USES—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

R270

30

New use; non-
food; indoor;
reduced risk.
(3)4)

9

12,764

R271

31

New use; non-
food; indoor;
Experimental

Use Permit ap-

plication; no
credit toward
new use reg-
istration.

3@

9,725

R273

32

Additional use;

seed treatment;

limited uptake
into Raw Agri-
cultural Com-
modities; in-
cludes crops
with estab-
lished toler-
ances (e.g., for
soil or foliar
application);
includes food
and/or non-
food uses.

3@

12

50,445

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494 SL.C.

14

“TABLE 2. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW USES—
Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

R274 33 Additional uses; 12 302,663
seed treatment
only; 6 or more
submitted in
one applica-
tion; limited
uptake into
raw agricul-
tural commod-
ities; includes
crops with es-
tablished toler-
ances (eg., for
soil or foliar
application);
includes food
and/or non-
food uses.

3@

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. In
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.
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(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c¢) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. |f the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(4) Amendment applications to add the new use(s) to registered product labels
are covered by the base fee for the new use(s). All items in the covered applica-
tion must be submitted together in one package. Each application for an addi-
tional new product registration and new inert approval(s) that is submitted in
the new use application package is subject to the registration service fee for a
new product or a new inert approval. However, if a new use application only
proposes to register the new use for a new product and there are no amend-
ments in the application, then review of one new product application is covered
by the new use fee. All such associated applications that are submitted together
will be subject to the new use decision review time. Any application for a new
product or an amendment to the proposed labeling (a) submitted subseguent to
submission of the new use application and (b) prior to conclusion of its decision
review time and (c) containing the same new uses, will be deemed a separate
new-use application, subject to a separate registration service fee and new deci-
sion review time for a new use. If the new-use application includes non-food (in-
door and/or outdoor), and food (outdoor and/or indoor) uses, the appropriate fee
is due for each type of new use and the longest decision review time applies to
all of the new uses requested in the application. Any information that (a) was
neither requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the appli-
cant at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of
the technical deficiency screen, and (c) is not itself a covered registration appli-
cation, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new use
application.

“TABLE 3. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — IMPORT AND
OTHER TOLERANCES

New Deci_sion Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Re_vnew t_|on
No. No. Time Service Fee
(Months), (%)
R280 34 Establish import 21 319,072
tolerance; new
active ingre-
dient or first
food use. (2)
R290 35 Establish Import 15 63,816
tolerance; Ad-
ditional new
food use.
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“TABLE 3. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — IMPORT AND

OTHER TOLERANCES—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

R291

36

Establish import
tolerances; ad-
ditional food
uses; 6 or
more crops
submitted in
one petition.

15

382,886

R292

37

Amend an estab-
lished tolerance
(e.g., decrease
or increase)
and/or har-
monize estab-
lished toler-
ances with
Codex MRLs;
domestic or
import; appli-
cant-initiated.

11

45,341

R293

38

Establish toler-
ance(s) for in-
advertent resi-
dues in one
crop; appli-
cant-initiated.

12

53,483

R294

39

Establish toler-
ances for inad-
vertent resi-
dues; 6 or
more crops
submitted in
one applica-
tion; applicant-
initiated.

12

320,894
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“TABLE 3. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — IMPORT AND
OTHER TOLERANCES—Continued

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months), (%)

New
EPA CR

Action
No. No.

R295 40 Establish toler- 15 66,124
ance(s) for res-
idues in one
rotational crop
in response to
a specific rota-
tional crop ap-
plication; sub-
mission of cor-
responding
label amend-
ments which
specify the nec-
essary plant-
back restric-
tions; appli-
cant-initiated.

(ORCH

R296 41 Establish toler- 15 396,742
ances for resi-
dues in rota-
tional crops in
response to a
specific rota-
tional crop pe-
tition; 6 or
more crops
submitted in
one applica-
tion; submis-
sion of cor-
responding
label amend-
ments which
specify the nec-
essary plant-
back restric-
tions; appli-
cant-initiated.

(ORCH
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“TABLE 3. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — IMPORT AND
OTHER TOLERANCES—Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

R297 42 Amend 6 or more 11 272,037
established tol-
erances (e.g.,
decrease or in-
crease) in one
petition; do-
mestic or im-
port; applicant-
initiated.

R298 43 Amend an estab- 13 58,565
lished tolerance
(e.g., decrease
or increase);
domestic or
import; sub-
mission of cor-
responding
amended labels
(requiring
science review).

() @)

R299 44 Amend 6 or more 13 285,261
established tol-
erances (eg.,
decrease or in-
crease); domes-
tic or import;
submission of
corresponding
amended labels
(requiring
science review).

() @)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.
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(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. in
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.

(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. I the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(4) Amendment applications to add the revised use pattern(s) to registered
product labels are covered by the base fee for the category. All items in the cov-
ered application must be submitted together in one package. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval(s) that is sub-
mitted in the amendment application package is subject to the registration serv-
ice fee for a new product or a new inert approval. However, if an amendment
application only proposes to register the amendment for a new product and
there are no amendments in the application, then review of one new product ap-
plication is covered by the base fee. All such associated applications that are
submitted together will be subject to the category decision review time.

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494 SL.C.

20
“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS
Decision . .
N - R trat
ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)
R300 45 New product; or 4 1,582

similar combina-
tion product (al-
ready reg-
istered) to an
identical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar in composi-
tion and use to
a registered
product; reg-
istered source of
active ingre-
dient; no data
review on acute
toxicity, efficacy
or CRP - only
product chem-
istry data; cite-
all data citation,
or selective data
citation where
applicant owns
all required
data, or appli-
cant submits
specific author-
ization letter
from data
owner. Category
also includes
100% re-pack-
age of reg-
istered end-use
or manufac-
turing-use prod-
uct that re-
quires no data
submission nor
data matrix.

23
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision . .
N - R trat
ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)
R301 46 New product; or 4 1,897
similar combina-
tion product (al-
ready reg-

istered) to an
identical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar in composi-
tion and use to
a registered
product; reg-
istered source of
active ingre-
dient; selective
data citation
only for data on
product chem-
istry and/or
acute toxicity
and/or public
heaith pest effi-
cacy (identical
data citation
and claims to
cited prod-
uct(s)), where
applicant does
not own all re-
quired data and
does not have a
specific author-
ization letter
from data
owner. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision . .
N - R trat
ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)

R310 47 New end-use or 7 7,301

manufacturing-
use product
with registered
source(s) of ac-
tive ingre-
dient(s); in-
cludes products
containing two
or more reg-
istered active
ingredients pre-
viously com-
bined in other
registered prod-
ucts; excludes
products requir-
ing or citing an
animal safety
study; requires
review of data
package within
RD only; in-
cludes data and/
or waivers of
data for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
up to 3 target
pests. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision . .
N - R trat
ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)

R314 48 New end use prod- 8 8,626

uct containing
up to three reg-
istered active
ingredients
never before
registered as
this combination
in a formulated
product; new
product label is
identical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar to the labels
of currently reg-
istered products
which separately
contain the re-
spective compo-
nent active in-
gredients; ex-
cludes products
requiring or cit-
ing an animal
safety study; re-
quires review of
data package
within RD only;
includes data
and/or waivers
of data for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
up to 3 target
pests. (2)(3)

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494 S.LC.
24
“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

Decision . .

N - R trat

ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)
R319 49 New end use prod- 10 12,626

uct containing
up to three reg-
istered active
ingredients
never before
registered as
this combination
in a formulated
product; new
product label is
identical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar to the labels
of currently reg-
istered products
which separately
contain the re-
spective compo-
nent active in-
gredients; ex-
cludes products
requiring or cit-
ing an animal
safety study; re-
quires review of
data package
within RD only;
includes data
and/or waivers
of data for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
4 10 7 target
pests. (2)(3)

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494 S.LC.
25
“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

Decision . .

N - R trat

ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)
R318 50 (new) | New end use prod- 9 13,252

uct containing
four or more
registered active
ingredients
never before
registered as
this combination
in a formulated
product; new
product label is
identical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar to the labels
of currently reg-
istered products
which separately
contain the re-
spective compo-
nent active in-
gredients; ex-
cludes products
requiring or cit-
ing an animal
safety study; re-
quires review of
data package
within RD only;
includes data
and/or waivers
of data for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
up to 3 target
pests. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

Decision . .

N - R trat

ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)
R321 51 (new) | New end use prod- 11 17,252

uct containing
four or more
registered active
ingredients
never before
registered as
this combination
in a formulated
product; new
product label is
identical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar to the labels
of currently reg-
istered products
which separately
contain the re-
spective compo-
nent active in-
gredients; ex-
cludes products
requiring or cit-
ing an animal
safety study; re-
quires review of
data package
within RD only;
includes data
and/or waivers
of data for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
4 10 7 target
pests. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision . .
N - R trat
ENPA CeI\RN Action Review Szgr’\l/si crea Flgg
o. No. Time ($)
(Months)

R315 52 New end-use, on- 9 9,820

animal product,
registered
source of active
ingredient(s),
with the sub-
mission of data
and/or waivers
for only:

> animal safety
and

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) and/
or

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging. (2)
3)
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

Decision . .
Review Registration

Time Serv;g)e Fee
(Months)

New
EPA CR

Action
No. No.

R316 53 (new) | New end-use or 9 11,301
manufacturing
product with
registered
source(s) of ac-
tive ingre-
dient(s) includ-
ing products
containing two
or more reg-
istered active
ingredients pre-
viously com-
bined in other
registered prod-
ucts; excludes
products requir-
ing or citing an
animal safety
study; and re-
quires review of
data and/or
waivers for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
greater than 3
and up o 7 tar-

get pests. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registration
Service Fee

(%)

R317

54 (new)

New end-use or
manufacturing
product with
registered
source(s) of ac-
tive ingre-
dient(s) includ-
ing products
containing 2 or
more registered
active ingredi-
ents previously
combined in
other registered
products; ex-
cludes products
requiring or cit-
ing an animal
safety study;
and requires re-
view of data
and/or waivers
for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> child resistant
packaging and/
or

> pest(s) requiring
efficacy (4) - for
greater than 7
target pests.
2)(3)

10

15,301

R320

55

New product; new
physical form;
requires data
review in
science divi-
sions. (2)(3)

12

13,226
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registration
Service Fee

(%)

R331

56

New product; re-
pack of identical
registered end-
use product as a
manufacturing-
use product, or
identical reg-
istered manu-
facturing-use
product as an
end use prod-
uct; same reg-
istered uses
only. (2)(3)

3

2,530

R332

57

New manufac-
turing-use prod-
uct; registered
active ingre-
dient; unregis-
tered source of
active ingre-
dient; submis-
sion of com-
pletely new ge-
neric data pack-
age; registered
uses only; re-
quires review in
RD and science
divisions. (2)(3)

24

283,215
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“TABLE 4. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registration
Service Fee

(%)

R333

58

New product;
MUP or End
use product
with unregis-
tered source of
active ingre-
dient; requires
science data re-
view; new phys-
ical form; etc.
Cite-all or selec-
tive data cita-
tion where ap-
plicant owns all
required data.

2)3)

10

19,838

R334

59

New product;
MUP or End
use product
with unregis-
tered source of
the active ingre-
dient; requires
science data re-
view; new phys-
ical form; etc.
Selective data
citation. (2)(3)

11

23,100

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) An application for a new end-use product using a source of active ingre-
dient that (a) is not yet registered but (b) has an application pending with the
Agency for review, will be considered an application for a new product with an
unregistered source of active ingredient.
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(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ferenoe(s) or (c) withdraws the apphcatlon without prejudloe for submuent re-
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bUUHIIbeUH but forfeits the associated leglbl!dllUH service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b) the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(4) For the purposes of classifying proposed registration actions into PRIA
categories, “‘pest(s) requiring efficacy” are: public health pests listed in PR No-
tice 2002-1, livestock pests (e.g. Horn flies, Stable flies), wood-destroying pests
(e.g. termites, carpenter ants, wood-boring beetles) and certain invasive species
(e.g. Asian Longhorned beetie, Emerald Ashborer). This list may be updated/re-
fined as invasive pest needs arise. To determine the number of pests for the
PRIA categories, pests have been placed into groups (general; e.g., cockroaches)
and pest specific (specifically a test species). If seeking a label claim against a
pest group (general), use the group listing below and each group will count as 1.
The general pests groups are: mites, dust mites, chiggers, ticks, hard ticks, soft
ticks, cattle ticks, scorpions, spiders, centipedes, lice, fleas, cockroaches, keds,
bot flies, screwworms, filth flies, blow flies, house flies, flesh flies, mosquitoes,
biting flies, horse flies, stable flies, deer flies, sand flies, biting midges, black
flies, true bugs, bed bugs, stinging bees, wasps, yellow jackets, hornets, ants (ex-
cluding carpenter ants), fire and harvester ants, wood destroying beetles, car-
penter ants, termites, subterranean termites, dry wood termites, arboreal ter-
mites, damp wood termites and invasive species. |f seeking a claim against a
specific pest without a general claim then each specific pest will count as 1.

“TABLE 5. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — AMENDMENTS

New Deci_sion Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Reylew tion
No. No Time Service Fee
. (Months), ($)
R340 60 Amendment requiring 4 4,988
data review within
RD (e.g., changes

to precautionary
label statements);
includes adding/
modifying pest(s)
claims for up to 2
target pests, ex-
cludes products re-
quiring or citing an
animal safety
study. (2)(3)(4)
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AMENDMENTS—Continued

SL.C.

“TABLE 5. — REGISTRATION DIVISION —

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months),

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

($)

R341

61
(New)

Amendment requiring
data review within
RD (e.g., changes
to precautionary
label statements),
includes adding/
modifying pest(s)
claims for greater
than 2 target
pests, excludes
products requiring
or citing an animal
safety study.

(2)(3)4)

6

5,088

R345

62

Amending on-animal
products previously
registered, with the
submission of data
and/or waivers for
only:

> animal safety and

> pest(s) requiring ef-
ficacy (4) and/or

> product chemistry
and/or

> acute toxicity and/
or

> child resistant
packaging. (2)(3)

8,820

R350

63

Amendment requiring
data review in
science divisions
(e.g., changes to
REI, or PPE, or
PHI, or use rate,
or number of appli-
cations; or add aer-
ial application; or
modify GW/SW ad-
visory statement).

2)3)

13,226
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“TABLE 5. — REGISTRATION DIVISION —
AMENDMENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months),

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

R351 64 Amendment adding a 8
new unregistered
source of active in-

gredient. (2)(3)

13,226

R352 65 Amendment adding 8
already approved
uses; selective
method of support;
does not apply if
the applicant owns
all cited data. (2)

3)

13,226

R371 66 Amendment to Ex- 6
perimental Use
Permit; (does not
include extending a

permit’s time pe-

10,090

riod). (3)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) (a) EPA-initiated amendments shall not be charged registration service
fees. (b) Registrant-initiated fast-track amendments are to be completed within
the timelines specified in FIFRA Section 3(c)(3)(B) and are not subject to reg-
istration service fees. (c) Registrant-initiated fast-track amendments handled by
the Antimicrobials Division are to be completed within the timelines specified in
FIFRA Section 3(h) and are not subject to registration service fees. (d) Reg-
istrant initiated amendments submitted by notification under PR Notices, such
as PR Notice 98-10, continue under PR Notice timelines and are not subject to
registration service fees. (e) Submissions with data and requiring data review
are subject to registration service fees.

(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.
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(4) For the purposes of classifying proposed registration actions into PRIA
categories, ‘‘pest(s) requiring efficacy’”” are: public health pests listed in PR No-
tice 2002-1, livestock pests (e.g. Horn flies, Stable flies), wood-destroying pests
(e.g. termites, carpenter ants, wood-boring beetles) and certain invasive species
(e.g. Asian Longhorned beetle, Emerald Ashborer). This list may be updated/re-
fined as invasive pest needs arise. To determine the number of pests for the
PRIA categories, pests have been placed into groups (general; e.g., cockroaches)
and pest specific (specifically a test species). If seeking a label claim against a
pest group (general), use the group listing below and each group will count as 1.
The general pests groups are: mites, dust mites, chiggers, ticks, hard ticks, soft
ticks, cattle ticks, scorpions, spiders, centipedes, lice, fieas, cockroaches, keds,
bot flies, screwworms, filth flies, blow flies, house flies, flesh flies, mosquitoes,
biting flies, horse flies, stable flies, deer flies, sand flies, biting midges, black
flies, true bugs, bed bugs, stinging bees, wasps, yellow jackets, hornets, ants (ex-
cluding carpenter ants), fire and harvester ants, wood destroying beetles, car-
penter ants, termites, subterranean termites, dry wood termites, arboreal ter-
mites, damp wood termites and invasive species. If seeking a claim against a
specific pest without a general claim then each specific pest will count as 1.

“TABLE 6. — REGISTRATION DIVISION — OTHER
ACTIONS

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
’ (Months), ($)

R124 67 Conditional Rul- 6 2,530
ing on Pre-ap-
plication Study
Waivers; appli-
cant-initiated.

R272 68 Review of Study 3 2,530
Protocol appli-
cant-initiated;
excludes
DART, pre-reg-
istration con-
ference, Rapid
Response re-
view, DNT pro-
tocol review,
protocol need-
ing HSRB re-
view.

R275 69 Rebuttal of agen- 3 2,530
¢y reviewed
protocol, appli-
cant initiated.

R370 70 Cancer reassess- 18 198,250
ment; appli-
cant-initiated.

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.
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“TABLE 7. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
ACTIVE INGREDIENTS

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
) (Months), (%)

A380 71 New Active Ingre- 24 137,841
dient; Indirect
Food use; es-
tablish tolerance
or tolerance ex-
emption if re-
quired. (2)(3)

A390 72 New Active Ingre- 24 229,733
dient; Direct
Food use; es-
tablish tolerance
or tolerance ex-
emption if re-
quired. (2)(3)

A410 73 New Active Ingre- 21 229,733
dient Non-food
use.(2)(3)

A431 74 New Active Ingre- 12 80,225
dient, Non-food
use; low-risk.

()3)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. In
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.
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(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ferenoe(s) or (c) withdraws the application without prejudloe for submuent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b) the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped iabel to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

“TABLE 8. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW USES

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
) (Months) (%)

A440 75 New Use, Indi- 21 31,910
rect Food
Use, estab-
lish tolerance
or tolerance
exemption.

2)3)4)

Ad41 76 Additional In- 21 114,870
direct food
uses; estab-
lish toler-
ances or tol-
erance ex-
emptions if
required; 6
or more sub-
mitted in one
application.

(3)4)(3)

A450 77 New use, Di- 21 95,724
rect food
use, establish
tolerance or
tolerance ex-
emption.

(234
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“TABLE 8. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
USES—Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months) (%)

A451 78 Additional Di- 21 182,335
rect food
uses; estab-
lish toler-
ances or tol-
erance ex-
emptions if
required; 6
or more sub-
mitted in one
application.

B)@)G)

A500 79 New use, non- 12 31,910
food. (4)(5)

A501 80 New use, non- 15 76,583
food; 6 or
more sub-
mitted in one
application.

4)G)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. In
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.
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(3) If EPA data rules are amended to newly require clearance under section
408 of the FFDCA for an ingredient of an antimicrobial product where such in-
gredient was not previously subject to such a clearance, then review of the data
for such clearance of such product is not subject to a registration service fee for
the tolerance action for two years from the effective date of the rule.

(4) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c¢) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted fabel. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(5) Amendment appilications to add the new use(s) to registered product labels
are covered by the base fee for the new use(s). All items in the covered applica-
tion must be submitted together in one package. Each application for an addi-
tional new product registration and new inert approval(s) that is submitted in
the new use application package is subject to the registration service fee for a
new product or a new inert approval. However, if a new use application only
proposes to register the new use for a new product and there are no amend-
ments in the application, then review of one new product application is covered
by the new use fee. All such associated applications that are submitted together
will be subject to the new use decision review time. Any application for a new
product or an amendment to the proposed labeling (a) submitted subseguent to
submission of the new use application and (b) prior to conclusion of its decision
review time and (c) containing the same new uses, will be deemed a separate
new-use application, subject to a separate registration service fee and new deci-
sion review time for a new use. If the new-use application includes non-food (in-
door and/or outdoor), and food (outdoor and/or indoor) uses, the appropriate fee
is due for each type of new use and the longest decision review time applies to
all of the new uses requested in the application. Any information that (a) was
neither requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the appli-
cant at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of
the technical deficiency screen, and (c) is not itself a covered registration appli-
cation, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new use
application.
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“TABLE 9. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS AND AMENDMENTS

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
) (Months), (%)

A530 81 New product, 4 1,278
identical or
substantially
similar in
composition
and use toa
registered
product; no
data review or
only product
chemistry
data; cite all
data citation
or selective
data citation
where appli-
cant owns all
required data;
or applicant
submits spe-
cific authoriza-
tion letter
from data
owner. Cat-
egory also in-
cludes 100%
re-package of
registered end-
use or manu-
facturing use
product that
requires no
data submis-
sion nor data
matrix. (2)(3)

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494

41

SL.C.

“TABLE 9. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS AND AMENDMENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

A531

82

New product;
identical or
substantially
similar in
composition
and use to a
registered
product; reg-
istered source
of active in-
gredient: selec-
tive data cita-
tion only for
data on prod-
uct chemistry
and/or acute
toxicity and/or
public health
pest efficacy,
where appli-
cant does not
own all re-
quired data
and does not
have a specific
authorization
letter from
data owner.

(2)(3)

4

1,824
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“TABLE 9. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS AND AMENDMENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

A532

83

New product;
identical or
substantially
similar in
composition
and use to a
registered
product; reg-
istered active
ingredient; un-
registered
source of ac-
tive ingre-
dient; cite-all
data citation
except for
product chem-
istry; product
chemistry data
submitted.

(2)(3)

5

5,107

A540

New end use
product;
FIFRA
§2(mm) uses
only; up to 25
public health
organisms.

(2)(3)(3)(6)

5,107

A541

85 (new)

New end use
product;
FIFRA
§2(mm) uses
only; 26-50
public health
organisms.

(2)(3)(5)(6)

8,500
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“TABLE 9. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS AND AMENDMENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

A542

86 (new)

New end use

product;
FIFRA
§2(mm) uses
only; > 51
public health
organisms.

(23)(3)

10

15,000

A550

87

New end-use

product; uses
other than
FIFRA
§2(mm); non-
FQPA prod-
uct. (2)(3)(5)

13,226

A560

88

New manufac-

turing use
product; reg-
istered active
ingredient; se-
lective data ci-
tation. (2)(3)

12,596

A565

89 (new)

New manufac-

turing-use
product; reg-
istered active
ingredient; un-
registered
source of ac-
tive ingre-
dient; submis-
sion of new
generic data
package; reg-
istered uses
only; requires
science review.

(2)(3)

12

18,234
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“TABLE 9. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS AND AMENDMENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

AS70

90

Label amend-
ment requiring
data review;,
up to 25 pub-
lic health or-
ganisms.

(3)(4)(3)(6)

4

3,831

A573

91 (new)

Label amend-
ment requiring
data review;
26-50 public
health orga-
nisms.

(2)3)X(T)

6,350

A574

92 (new)

Label amend-
ment requiring
data review; >
51 public
health orga-
nisms.

)BT

11,000

A572

93

New Product or
amendment
requiring data
review for risk
assessment by
Science
Branch (e.g.,
changes to
REI, or PPE,
or use rate).

(2)3)4)

13,226

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) An application for a new end-use product using a source of active ingre-
dient that (a) is not yet registered but (b) has an application pending with the
Agency for review, will be considered an application for a new product with an
unregistered source of active ingredient.
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(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ferenoe(s) or (c) withdraws the application without prejudloe for submuent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b) the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(4)(a) EPA-initiated amendments shall not be charged registration service
fees. (b) Registrant-initiated fast-track amendments are to be completed within
the timelines specified in FIFRA Section 3(c)(3)(B) and are not subject to reg-
istration service fees. (c) Registrant-initiated fast-track amendments handled by
the Antimicrobials Division are to be completed within the timelines specified in
FIFRA Section 3(h) and are not subject to registration service fees. (d) Reg-
istrant initiated amendments submitted by notification under PR Notices, such
as PR Notice 9810, continue under PR Notice timelines and are not subject to
registration service fees. (e) Submissions with data and requiring data review
are subject to registration service fees.

(5) The applicant must identify the substantially similar product if opting to
use cite-all or the selective method to support acute toxicity data requirements.

(6) Once a submission for a new product with public health organisms has
been submitted and classified in either A540 or A541, additional organisms sub-
mitted for the same product before expiration of the first submission’s original
decision review time period will result in reclassification of both the original and
subsequent submission into the appropriate new category based on the sum of
the number of organisms in both submissions. A reclassification would result in
a new PRIA start date and require additional fees to meet the fee of the new
category.

(7) Once a submission for a label amendment with public health organisms
has been submitted and classified in either A570 or A573, additional organisms
submitted for the same product before expiration of the first submission’s origi-
nal decision review time period will result in reclassification of both the original
and subsequent submission into the appropriate new category based on the sum
of the number of organisms in both submissions. A reclassification would result
in a new PRIA start date and require additional fees to meet the fee of the new

category.

“TABLE 10. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION —
EXPERIMENTAL USE PERMITS AND OTHER ACTIONS

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months);) ($)
A520 94 Experimental 9 6,383

Use Permit

application,

non-food use.

(2)
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“TABLE 10. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — EXPERI-

MENTAL USE PERMITS AND OTHER ACTIONS—Contin-

ued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

($)

A521

95

Review of public

health efficacy
study protocol
within AD,
per AD Inter-
nal Guidance
for the Effi-
cacy Protocol
Review Proc-
ess; Code will
also include
review of pub-
lic health effi-
cacy study
protocol and
data review
for devices
making pes-
ticidal claims;
applicant-initi-
ated; Tier 1.

4

4,726

A522

96

Review of public

health efficacy
study protocol
outside AD by
members of
AD Efficacy
Protocol Re-
view Expert
Panel; Code
will also in-
clude review of
public health
efficacy study
protocol and
data review
for devices
making pes-
ticidal claims;
applicant-initi-
ated; Tier 2.

12

12,156
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“TABLE 10. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — EXPERI-

MENTAL USE PERMITS AND OTHER ACTIONS—Contin-

ued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

($)

A537

97 (new)

New Active In-
gredient/New
Use, Experi-
mental Use
Permit appli-
cation; Direct
food use; Es-
tablish toler-
ance or toler-
ance exemp-
tion if re-
quired. Credit
45% of fee to-
ward new ac-
tive ingre-
dient/new use
application
that follows.

18

153,156

A538

98 (new)

New Active In-
gredient/New
Use, Experi-
mental Use
Permit appli-
cation; Indi-
rect food use;
Establish tol-
erance or tol-
erance exemp-
tion if re-
quired Credit
45% of fee to-
ward new ac-
tive ingre-
dient/new use
application
that follows.

18

95,724
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“TABLE 10. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — EXPERI-
MENTAL USE PERMITS AND OTHER ACTIONS—Contin-
ued

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months);) ($)

New
EPA CR

Action
No. No.

A539 99 (new) | New Active In- 15 92,163
gredient/New
Use, Experi-
mental Use
Permit appli-
cation;
Nonfood use.
Credit 45% of
fee toward
new active in-
gredient/new
use application
that follows.

A529 100 Amendment to 9 11,429
Experimental
Use Permit;
requires data
review or risk
assessment.

2

A523 101 Review of pro- 9 12,156
tocol other
than a public
health efficacy
study (i.e.,
Toxicology or
Exposure Pro-
tocols).

A571 102 Science reassess- 18 95,724
ment: Cancer
risk, refined
ecological risk,
and/or endan-
gered species;
applicant-initi-
ated.

A533 103 (new) | Exemption from 4 2,482
the require-
ment of an
Experimental
Use Permit.

2
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“TABLE 10. — ANTIMICROBIALS DIVISION — EXPERI-

MENTAL USE PERMITS AND OTHER ACTIONS—Contin-

ued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

($)

A534

104 (new)

Rebuttal of

4

4,726

agency re-
viewed pro-
tocol, appli-
cant initiated.

A535 105 (new) | Conditional Rul- 6 2,409
ing on Pre-ap-
plication
Study Waiver
or Data
Bridging Ar-
gument; appli-
cant-initiated.

A536 106 (new) | Conditional Rul- 4 2,482
ing on Pre-ap-
plication Di-
rect Food, In-
direct Food,
Nonfood use
determination;
applicant-initi-
ated.

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.
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“TABLE 11. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW ACTIVE
INGREDIENTS

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months) (%)

New
EPA .
No. CR Action

No.

B580 107 New active in- 20 51,053
gredient; food
use; petition to
establish a tol-
erance. (2)(3)

B590 108 New active in- 18 31,910
gredient; food

use; petition to
establish a tol-
erance exemp-
tion. (2)(3)

B600 109 New active in- 13 19,146
gredient; non-
food use.
(2)(3)

B610 110 New active in- 10 12,764
gredient; Ex-
perimental
Use Permit
application;
petition to es-
tablish a tem-
porary toler-
ance or tem-
porary toler-
ance exemp-
tion. (3)

B611 111 New active in- 12 12,764
gredient; Ex-
perimental
Use Permit
application;
petition to es-
tablish perma-
nent tolerance
exemption. (3)

B612 112 New active in- 10 17,550
gredient; no
change to a
permanent tol-
erance exemp-
tion. (2)(3)

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494

51

SL.C.

“TABLE 11. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW ACTIVE
INGREDIENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B613

113

New active in-

11 17,550
gredient; peti-
tion to convert
a temporary
tolerance or a
temporary tol-
erance exemp-
tion to a per-
manent toler-
ance or toler-
ance exemp-
tion. (2)(3)

B620 114 New active in- 7 6,383
gredient; Ex-
perimental
Use Permit
application;
non-food use
including crop
destruct. (3)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. In
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.
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(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ferenoe(s) or (c) withdraws the application without prejudloe for submuent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b) the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped iabel to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

“TABLE 12. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW USES

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
) (Months);, (%)

B630 115 First food use; 13 12,764
petition to es-
tablish a toler-
ance exemp-
tion. (2)(4)

B631 116 New food use; 12 12,764
petition to
amend an es-
tablished toler-
ance. (3)(4)

B640 117 First food use; 19 19,146
petition to es-
tablish a toler-
ance. (2)(4)

B643 118 New Food use; 10 12,764
petition to
amend an es-
tablished toler-
ance exemp-
tion. (3)(4)

B642 119 First food use; 12 31,910
indoor; food/
food handling.
(2)4)
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“TABLE 12. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW USES—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B644

120

New use, no
change to an
established tol-
erance or tol-
erance exemp-
tion. (3)(4)

8

12,764

B650

121

New use; non-
food. (3)(4)

6,383

B645

122 (new)

New food use;
Experimental
Use Permit
application;
petition to
amend or add
a tolerance ex-
emption. (4)

12

12,764

B646

123 (new)

New use; non-
food use in-
cluding crop
destruct; Ex-
perimental
Use Permit
application.

4)

6,383

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.
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(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. in
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.

(3) Amendment applications to add the new use(s) to registered product labels
are covered by the base fee for the new use(s). All items in the covered applica-
tion must be submitted together in one package. Each application for an addi-
tional new product registration and new inert approval(s) that is submitted in
the new use application package is subject to the registration service fee for a
new product or a new inert approval. However, if a new use application only
proposes to register the new use for a new product and there are no amend-
ments in the application, then review of one new product application is covered
by the new use fee. All such associated applications that are submitted together
will be subject to the new use decision review time. Any application for a new
product or an amendment to the proposed labeling (a) submitted subsequent to
submission of the new use application and (b) prior to conclusion of its decision
review time and (c) containing the same new uses, will be deemed a separate
new-use application, subject to a separate registration service fee and new deci-
sion review time for a new use. If the new-use application includes non-food (in-
door and/or outdoor), and food (outdoor and/or indoor) uses, the appropriate fee
is due for each type of new use and the longest decision review time applies to
all of the new uses requested in the application. Any information that (a) was
neither requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the appli-
cant at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of
the technical deficiency screen, and (c) is not itself a covered registration appli-
cation, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new use
application.

(4) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped iabel to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS
Decision Registra-
EPA New Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
. (Months), ($)
B652 124 New product; reg- 13 12,764
istered source of
active ingre-
dient; requires
petition to
amend estab-

lished tolerance
or tolerance ex-
emption; re-
quires 1) sub-
mission of prod-
uct specific
data; or 2) cita-
tion of pre-
viously reviewed
and accepted
data; or 3) sub-
mission or cita-
tion of data
generated at
government ex-
pense; or 4)
submission or
citation of sci-
entifically-sound
rationale based
on publicly
available lit-
erature or other
relevant infor-
mation that ad-
dresses the data
requirement; or
5) submission of
a request for a
data require-
ment to be
waived sup-
ported by a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale ex-
plaining why the
data require-
ment does not

apply. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision Registra-
New : )
EPA . Revie tion
No. ﬁg Action Tivr:lew Service Fee
) (Months), (%)
B660 125 New product; reg- 4 1,278
istered source of
active ingre-
dient(s); iden-

tical or substan-
tially similar in
composition and
use to a reg-
istered product.
No data review,
or only product
chemistry datg;
cite-all data ci-
tation, or selec-
tive data cita-
tion where ap-
plicant owns all
required data or
authorization
from data owner
is demonstrated.
Category in-
cludes 100% re-
package of reg-
istered end-use
or manufac-
turing-use prod-
uct that re-
quires no data
submission or
data matrix.
For microbial
pesticides, the
active ingre-
dient(s) must
not be re-iso-
lated. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision Registra-
New : )
EPA . Revie tion
No. ﬁg Action Tivr:lew Service Fee
) (Months), (%)
B670 126 New product; reg- 7 5,107
istered source of
active ingre-
dient(s); re-

quires: 1) sub-
mission of prod-
uct specific
data; or 2) cita-
tion of pre-
viously reviewed
and accepted
data; or 3) sub-
mission or cita-
tion of data
generated at
government ex-
pense; or 4)
submission or
citation of a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale based
on publicly
available lit-
erature or other
relevant infor-
mation that ad-
dresses the data
requirement; or
5) submission of
a request for a
data require-
ment to be
waived sup-
ported by a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale ex-
plaining why the
data require-
ment does not

apply. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision Registra-
New > A
EPA . Review tion
No. ﬁg Action Time Service Fee
) (Months), (%)
B671 127 New product; un- 17 12,764
registered
source of active
ingredient(s);
requires a peti-
tion to amend
an established

tolerance or tol-
erance exemp-
tion; requires:
1) submission of
product specific
data; or 2) cita-
tion of pre-
viously reviewed
and accepted
data; or 3) sub-
mission or cita-
tion of data
generated at
government ex-
pense; or 4)
submission or
citation of a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale based
on publicly
available lit-
erature or other
relevant infor-
mation that ad-
dresses the data
requirement; or
5) submission of
a request for a
data require-
ment to be
waived sup-
ported by a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale ex-
plaining why the
data require-
ment does not

apply. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
) (Months), (%)

B672 128 New product; un- 13 9,118
registered
source of active
ingredient(s);
non-food use or
food use re-
quires: 1) sub-
mission of prod-
uct specific
data; or 2) cita-
tion of pre-
viously reviewed
and accepted
data; or 3) sub-
mission or cita-
tion of data
generated at
government ex-
pense; or 4)
submission or
citation of a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale based
on publicly
available lit-
erature or other
relevant infor-
mation that ad-
dresses the data
requirement; or
5) submission of
a request for a
data require-
ment to be
waived sup-
ported by a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale ex-
plaining why the
data require-
ment does not

apply. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued

Decision Registra-
EPA New

. Review tion
No. ﬁg Action Time Service Fee

(Months), ($)

B673 129 New product 10 5,107
MUP/EP; un-
registered
source of active
ingredient(s); ci-
tation of Tech-
nical Grade Ac-
tive Ingredient
(TGALI) data
previously re-
viewed and ac-
cepted by the
Agency. Re-
quires an Agen-
¢y determina-
tion that the
cited data sup-
ports the new
product. (2)(3)

B674 130 New product 4 1,278
MUP; Repack
of identical reg-
istered end-use
product as a
manufacturing-
use product;
same registered
uses only. (2)(3)

B675 131 New Product 10 9,118
MUP; registered
source of active
ingredient; sub-
mission of com-
pletely new ge-
neric data pack-
age; registered
uses only. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision Registra-

New : )

EPA . R tion

No. ﬁg Action 1?ivr:leew Servilce Fee
) (Months), (%)

B676 132 New product; 13 9,118

more than one
active ingredient
where one active
ingredient is an
unregistered
source; product
chemistry data
must be sub-
mitted; requires:
1) submission of
product specific
data, and 2) ci-
tation of pre-
viously reviewed
and accepted
data; or 3) sub-
mission or cita-
tion of data
generated at
government ex-
pense; or 4)
submission or
citation of a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale based
on publicly
available lit-
erature or other
relevant infor-
mation that ad-
dresses the data
requirement; or
5) submission of
a request for a
data require-
ment to be
waived sup-
ported by a sci-
entifically-sound
rationale ex-
plaining why the
data require-
ment does not

apply. (2)(3)
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“TABLE 13. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — NEW
PRODUCTS—Continued
Decision Registra-
New > A
EPA . Revie tion
No. ﬁg Action Tivr:lew Service Fee
. (Months), ($)
B677 133 New end-use non- 10 8,820
food animal
product with
submission of

two or more tar-
get animal safe-
ty studies; in-
cludes data and/
or waivers of
data for only:

> product chem-
istry and/or

> acute toxicity
and/or

> public health
pest efficacy
and/or

> animal safety
studies and/or

> child resistant
packaging.
(2)(3)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) An application for a new end-use product using a source of active ingre-
dient that (a) is not yet registered but (b) has an application pending with the
Agency for review, will be considered an application for a new product with an
unregistered source of active ingredient.

(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.
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“TABLE 14. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION —
AMENDMENTS

‘o Registra-
Decision tion

. Review :
CR Action . Service
Time Fee

(Months) ($)

VN eYe o2 st il riraanméal
Fimen

o4 Amendment; EXPG imen
Use Permit; no change to
an established temporary
tolerance or tolerance ex-
emption. (3)

-
w

107
, AU

B622 135 Amendment; Experimental 1" 12,764
Use Permit; petition to
amend an established or
temporary tolerance or tol-
erance exemption. (3)

B641 136 Amendment of an established 13 12,764
tolerance or tolerance ex-
emption.

B680 137 Amendment; registered 5 5107
sources of active ingre-
dient(s); no new use(s); no
changes to an established
tolerance or tolerance ex-
emption. Requires data sub-
mission. (2)(3)

B681 138 Amendment; unregistered 7 6,079
source of active ingre-
dient(s). Requires data sub-
mission. (2)(3)

B683 139 Label amendment; requires re- 6 5107
view/update of previous risk
assessment(s) without data
submission (e.g., labeling
changes to REI, PPE,
PHI). (2)(3)

B684 140 Amending non-food animal 8 8,820
product that includes sub-
mission of target animal
safety data; previously reg-
istered. (2)(3)

B685 141 (new) | Amendment; add a new bio- 5 5,107
chemical unregistered
source of active ingredient
or a new microbial produc-
tion site. Requires submis-
sion of analysis of samples
data and source/production
site-specific manufacturing
process description. (3)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday, or federal holiday,
will be extended to end on the next business day.
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(2) (a) EPA-initiated amendments shall not be charged registration service fees. (b) Registrant-
initiated fast-track amendments are to be completed within the timelines specified in FIFRA Section
3(c)(3)(B) and are not subject to registration service fees. (c) Registrant-initiated fast-track amend-
ments handled by the Antimicrobials Division are to be completed within the timelines specified in
FIFRA Section 3(h) and are not subject to registration service fees. (d) Registrant initiated amend-
ments submitted by notification under PR Notices, such as PR Notice 98-10, continue under PR
Notice timelines and are not subject to registration service fees. (e) Submissions with data and re-
quiring data review are subject to registration service fees.

(3) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or before the end date of the
decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the applicant a draft accepted label, including any
changes made by the Agency that differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting
data reviewed by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by the Agency and re-
quests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped label; or (b) does not agree to one or
more of the terms of the draft accepted label as amended by the Agency and requests additional
time to resolve the difference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent
resubmission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases described in (b), the ap-
plicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agreement with the Agency on the final terms of
the Agency-accepted label. If the applicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a),
including upon resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agency-
stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the registrant’s written or electronic
confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

“TABLE 15. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — SCLP

New Deci_sion Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No. Time Service Fee
(Months)
B690 142 New active in- 7 2,554
gredient; food
or non-food
use. (2)(6)
B700 143 Experimental 7 1,278
Use Permit
application;
new active in-
gredient or
new use. (6)
B701 144 Extend or amend 4 1,278
Experimental
Use Permit.
(6)
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“TABLE 15. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — SCLP—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B710

145

New product;
registered
source of ac-
tive ingre-
dient(s); iden-
tical or sub-
stantially simi-
lar in composi-
tion and use
to a registered
product; no
change in an
established tol-
erance or tol-
erance exemp-
tion. No data
review, or only
product chem-
istry data;
cite-all data ci-
tation, or se-
lective data ci-
tation where
applicant owns
all required
data or au-
thorization
from data
owner is dem-
onstrated.
Category in-
cludes 100%
re-package of
registered end-
use or manu-
facturing-use
product that
requires no
data submis-
sion or data
matrix. (3)(6)

4

1,278
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“TABLE 15. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — SCLP—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B720

146

New product;
registered
source of ac-
tive ingre-
dient(s); re-
quires: 1) sub-
mission of
product spe-
cific data; or
2) citation of
previously re-
viewed and ac-
cepted data; or
3) submission
or citation of
data generated
at government
expense; or 4)
submission or
citation of a
scientifically-
sound ration-
ale based on
publicly avail-
able literature
or other rel-
evant informa-
tion that ad-
dresses the
data require-
ment; or 5)
submission of
a request for a
data require-
ment to be
waived sup-
ported by a
scientifically-
sound ration-
ale explaining
why the data
requirement
does not
apply. (3)(6)

5

1,278
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“TABLE 15. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — SCLP—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B721

147

New product;

7

2,676

unregistered
source of ac-
tive ingre-

dient. (3)(6)

B722 148 New use and/or 7 2477
amendment;
petition to es-
tablish a toler-
ance or toler-
ance exemp-

tion. (4)(5)(6)

B730 149 Label amend- 5 1,278
ment requiring
data submis-

sion. (4)(6)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) All requests for new uses (food and/or nonfood) contained in any applica-
tion for a new active ingredient or a first food use are covered by the base fee
for that new active ingredient or first food use application and retain the same
decision time review period as the new active ingredient or first food use applica-
tion. The application must be received by the agency in one package. The base
fee for the category covers a maximum of five new products. Each application
for an additional new product registration and new inert approval that is sub-
mitted in the new active ingredient application package or first food use applica-
tion package is subject to the registration service fee for a new product or a new
inert approval. All such associated applications that are submitted together will
be subject to the new active ingredient or first food use decision review time. In
the case of a new active ingredient application, until that new active ingredient
is approved, any subsequent application for another new product containing the
same active ingredient or an amendment to the proposed labeling will be deemed
a new active ingredient application, subject to the registration service fee and
decision review time for a new active ingredient. In the case of a first food use
application, until that first food use is approved, any subsequent application for
an additional new food use or uses will be subject to the registration service fee
and decision review time for a first food use. Any information that (a) was nei-
ther requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the applicant
at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of the
technical deficiency screening, and (c) is not itself a covered registration applica-
tion, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new active
ingredient or first food use application.

(3) An application for a new end-use product using a source of active ingre-
dient that (a) is not yet registered but (b) has an application pending with the
Agency for review, will be considered an application for a new product with an
unregistered source of active ingredient.
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(4) (a) EPA-initiated amendments shall not be charged registration service
fees. (b) Registrant-initiated fast-track amendments are to be completed within
the timelines specified in FIFRA Section 3(c)(3)(B) and are not subject to reg-
istration service fees. (c) Registrant-initiated fast-track amendments handled by
the Antimicrobials Division are to be completed within the timelines specified in
FIFRA Section 3(h) and are not subject to registration service fees. (d) Reg-
istrant initiated amendments submitted by notification under PR Notices, such
as PR Notice 98-10, continue under PR Notice timelines and are not subject to
registration service fees. (e) Submissions with data and requiring data review
are subject to registration service fees.

(5) Amendment appiications to add the new use(s) to registered product iabeis
are covered by the base fee for the new use(s). All items in the covered applica-
tion must be submitted together in one package. Each application for an addi-
tional new product registration and new inert approval(s) that is submitted in
the new use application package is subject to the registration service fee for a
new product or a new inert approval. However, if a new use application only
proposes to register the new use for a new product and there are no amend-
ments in the application, then review of one new product application is covered
by the new use fee. All such associated applications that are submitted together
will be subject to the new use decision review time. Any application for a new
product or an amendment to the proposed labeling (a) submitted subsequent to
submission of the new use application and (b) prior to conclusion of its decision
review time and (c) containing the same new uses, will be deemed a separate
new-use application, subject to a separate registration service fee and new deci-
sion review time for a new use. If the new-use application includes non-food (in-
door and/or outdoor), and food (outdoor and/or indoor) uses, the appropriate fee
is due for each type of new use and the longest decision review time applies to
all of the new uses requested in the application. Any information that (a) was
neither requested nor required by the Agency, and (b) is submitted by the appli-
cant at the applicant’s initiative to support the application after completion of
the technical deficiency screen, and (c) is not itself a covered registration appli-
cation, must be assessed 25% of the full registration service fee for the new use
application.

(6) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.
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“TABLE 16. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — OTHER

ACTIONS

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B614

150

Pre-application;
Conditional
Ruling on ra-
tionales for
addressing a
data require-
ment in lieu of
data; appli-
cant-initiated;
applies to one
rationale at a
time.

3

2,530

B615

151

Rebuttal of
agency re-
viewed pro-
tocol, appli-
cant initiated.

2,530

B682

152

Protocol review;
applicant initi-
ated; excludes
time for
HSRB review.

2432

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494

70

SL.C.

“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PIP

Permit applica-
tion; no petition
for tolerancef/tol-

erance exemption.

Includes:

1. non-food/feed
use(s) for a new
(2) or registered
(3) PIP (12);

2. food/feed use(s)

for a new or reg-
istered PIP with
crop destruct
(12);

3. food/feed use(s)

for a new or reg-
istered PIP in
which an estab-
lished tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion exists for the
intended use(s).
(4)(12)

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
) (Months)
B740 163 | Experimental Use 6 95 724
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

B741 154 | Experimental Use 12 159,538
(new) Permit applica-
tion; no petition
for tolerance/tol-
erance exemption.
Includes:

1. non-food/feed
use(s) for a new
(2) or registered
(3) PIP;

2. food/feed use(s)
for a new or reg-
istered PIP with
crop destruct;

3. food/feed use(s)
for a new or reg-
istered PIP in
which an estab-
lished tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion exists for the
intended use(s);

SAP Review. (12)

B750 155 | Experimental Use 9 127,630
Permit applica-
tion; with a peti-
tion to establish a
temporary or per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient. In-
cludes new food/
feed use for a
registered (3)
PIP. (4)(12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

B770 156 | Experimental Use 15 191,444
Permit applica-
tion; new (2) PIP;
with petition to
establish a tem-
porary tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient; credit
75% of B771 fee
toward registra-
tion application
for a new active
ingredient that
follows; SAP re-
view. (5)(12)

B771 157 | Experimental Use 10 127,630
Permit applica-
tion; new (2) PIP;
with petition to
establish a tem-
porary tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient; credit
75% of B771 fee
toward registra-
tion application
for a new active
ingredient that
follows. (12)

B772 158 | Application to 3 12,764
amend or extend
an Experimental
Use Permit; no
petition since the
established toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption for the
active ingredient
is unaffected.
(12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PIP—

Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

B773

159

Application to

amend or extend
an Experimental
Use Permit; with
petition to extend
a temporary toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption for the
active ingredient.
(12)

5

31,910

B780

160

Registration applica-

tion; new (2) PIP;
non-food/feed.
(12)

12

159,537

B790

161

Registration applica-

tion; new (2) PIP;
non-food/feed;
SAP review.

®)(12)

18

223,351

B800

162

Registration applica-

tion; new (2) PIP;
with petition to
establish perma-
nent tolerance/tol-
erance exemption
for the active in-
gredient based on
an existing tem-
porary tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion. (12)

13

172,300
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

New Decision Registra-

EPA CR Action Review tion

No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

B810 163 | Registration applica- 19 236,114
tion; new (2) PIP;
with petition to
establish perma-
nent tolerance/tol-
erance exemption
for the active in-
gredient based on
an existing tem-
porary tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion. SAP review.

®)(12)

B820 164 | Registration applica- 15 204,208
tion; new (2) PIP;
with petition to
establish or
amend a perma-
nent tolerance/tol-
erance exemption
of an active ingre-
dient. (12)

B840 165 | Registration applica- 21 268,022
tion; new (2) PIP;
with petition to
establish or
amend a perma-
nent tolerance/tol-
erance exemption
of an active ingre-
dient. SAP re-
view. (5)(12)

B851 166 | Registration applica- 9 127,630
tion; new event of
a previously reg-
istered PIP active
ingredient(s); no
petition since per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion is already es-
tablished for the
active ingre-
dient(s). (12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months), (%)

New
EPA CR

Action
No. No.

B870 167 | Registration applica- 9 38,290
tion; registered
(3) PIP; new
product; new use;
no petition since a
permanent toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption is already
established for
the active ingre-
dient(s). (4) (12)

B880 168 | Registration applica- 9 31,910
tion; registered
(3) PIP; new
product or new
terms of registra-
tion; additional
data submitted;
no petition since a
permanent toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption is already
established for
the active ingre-
dient(s). (6) (7)
(12)

B881 169 | Registration applica- 15 95,724
tion; registered
(3) PIP; new
product or new
terms of registra-
tion; additional
data submitted;
no petition since a
permanent toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption is already
established for
the active ingre-
dient(s). SAP re-
view.

®)6)7)(12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months), (%)

New
EPA .
No. CR Action

No.

B882 170 | Registration applica- 15 191,444
(new) tion; new (2) PIP,
seed increase with
negotiated acre-
age cap and time-
limited registra-
tion; with petition
to establish a per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient based
on an existing
temporary toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption; SAP Re-
view. (8)(12)

B883 171 | Registration applica- 9 127,630
tion; new (2) PIP,
seed increase with
negotiated acre-
age cap and time-
limited registra-
tion; with petition
to establish a per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient based
on an existing
temporary toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption. (8) (12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

Decision Registra-
EPA | New

. Review tion
No. Sg Action Time Service Fee

(Months), ($)

B884 172 | Registration applica- 12 159,537
tion; new (2) PIP,
seed increase with
negotiated acre-
age cap and time-
limited registra-
tion; with petition
to establish a per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient.
(8)(12)

B885 173 | Registration applica- 6 31,910
tion; registered
(3) PIP, seed in-
crease; breeding
stack of pre-
viously approved
PIPs, same crop;
no petition since a
permanent toler-
anceftolerance ex-
emption is already
established for
the active ingre-
dient(s). (9)(12)

B886 174 | Registration applica- 18 223,351
(new) tion; new (2) PIP,
seed increase with
negotiated acre-
age cap and time-
limited registra-
tion; with petition
to establish a per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion for the active
ingredient. SAP
Review. (8) (12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

New Decision Reg_istra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months), (%)

B890 175 | Application to 9 63,816
amend a seed in-
crease registra-
tion; converts reg-
istration to com-
mercial registra-
tion; no petition
since permanent
tolerance/toler-
ance exemption is
already estab-
lished for the ac-
tive ingredient(s).
(12)

B891 176 | Application to 15 127,630
amend a seed in-
crease registra-
tion; converts reg-
istration to a
commercial reg-
istration; no peti-
tion since a per-
manent tolerance/
tolerance exemp-
tion already es-
tablished for the
active ingre-
dient(s); SAP re-
view. (5)(12)

B900 177 | Application to 6 12,764
amend a registra-
tion, including ac-
tions such as ex-
tending an expira-
tion date, modi-
fying an IRM
plan, or adding

an insect to be
controlled.
(10)(11)(12)
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months), (%)

New
EPA .
No. CR Action

No.

B901 178 | Application to 12 76,578
amend a registra-
tion, including ac-
tions such as ex-
tending an expira-
tion date, modi-
fying an IRM
plan, or adding

an insect to be
controlled. SAP
review. (10) (11)
(12)

B902 179 | PIP Protocol review. 3 6,383

B903 180 | Inert ingredient tol- 6 63,816
erance exemption;
e.g., a marker
such as NPT II;
reviewed in
BPPD.

B904 181 Import tolerance or 9 127,630
tolerance exemp-
tion; processed
commodities/food
only (inert or ac-
tive ingredient).

B905 182 | SAP Review. 6 63,816
(new)

B906 183 | Petition to establish 3 31,907
(new) a temporary toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption for one
or more active in-
gredients.
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“TABLE 17. — BIOPESTICIDES DIVISION — PiP—
Continued

Decision Registra-
Review tion
Time Service Fee
(Months), (%)

New
EPA CR

Action
No. No.

B907 184 | Petition to establish 3 12,764
(new) a temporary toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption for one
or more active in-
gredients based
on an existing
temporary toler-
ance/tolerance ex-
emption.

B908 185 | Petition to establish 3 44,671
(new) a temporary toler-
anceftolerance ex-
emption for one
or more active in-
gredients or inert
ingredients.

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) New PIP = a PIP with an active ingredient that has not been registered.

(3) Registered PIP = a PIP with an active ingredient that is currently reg-
istered.

(4) Transfer registered PIP through conventional breeding for new food/feed
use, such as from field corn to sweet corn.

(5) The scientific data involved in this category are complex. EPA often secks
technical advice from the Scientific Advisory Panel on risks that pesticides pose
to wildlife, farm workers, pesticide applicators, non-target species, as well as in-
sect resistance, and novel scientific issues surrounding new technologies. The sci-
entists of the SAP neither make nor recommend policy decisions. They provide
advice on the science used to make these decisions. Their advice is invaluable to
the EPA as it strives to protect humans and the environment from risks posed
by pesticides. Due to the time it takes to schedule and prepare for meetings with
the SAP, additional time and costs are needed.

(6) Registered PIPs stacked through conventional breeding.

(7) Deployment of a registered PIP with a different IRM plan (e.g., seed
blend).

(8) The negotiated acreage cap will depend upon EPA’s determination of the
potential environmental exposure, risk(s) to non-target organisms, and the risk
of targeted pest developing resistance to the pesticidal substance. The uncer-
tainty of these risks may reduce the allowable acreage, based upon the quantity
and type of non-target organism data submitted and the lack of insect resistance
management data, which is usually not required for seed-increase registrations.
Registrants are encouraged to consult with EPA prior to submission of a reg-
istration application in this category.

(9) Application can be submitted prior to or concurrently with an application
for commercial registration.

(10) For example, IRM plan modifications that are applicant-initiated.

(11) EPA-initiated amendments shall not be charged fees.
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(12) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ferenoe(s) or (c) withdraws the apphcatlon without prejudloe for submuent re-

PRSI T I RS U Y SR SR S SR [ S U S P

§UUHII52>IUH but forfeits the associated lﬁglb[ldllun service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b) the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. If the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped iabel to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

“TABLE 18. — INERT INGREDIENTS

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No Time Service Fee
: (Months) (%)

1001 186 Approval of new 13 27,000
food use inert
ingredient.
(2)(3)

1002 187 Amend currently 11 7,500
approved inert
ingredient toler-
ance or exemp-
tion from toler-
ance; new data.

@

1003 188 Amend currently 9 3,308
approved inert
ingredient toler-
ance or exemp-
tion from toler-
ance; no new
data. (2)

1004 189 Approval of new 6 11,025
non-food use
inert ingredient.

@)

1005 190 Amend currently 6 5,513
approved non-
food use inert
ingredient with
new use pattern;
new data. (2)
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“TABLE 18. — INERT INGREDIENTS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months),

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

1006

191

Amend currently
approved non-
food use inert
ingredient with
new use pattern;
no new data. (2)

3

3,308

1007

102

Approval of sub-
stantially similar
non-food use
inert ingredients
when original
inert is
compositionally
similar with
similar use pat-
tern. (2)

1,654

1008

193

Approval of new or
amended poly-
mer inert ingre-
dient, food use.
2)

3,749

1009

194

Approval of new or
amended poly-
mer inert ingre-
dient, non-food
use. (2)

3,087

1010

195

Petition to amend
a single toler-
ance exemption
descriptor, or
single non-food
use descriptor,
toadd < 10
CASRNS; no
new data. (2)

1,654

1011

196
(new)

Approval of new
food use safener
with tolerance
or exemption
from tolerance.

(2)(8)

24

597,683
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“TABLE 18. — INERT INGREDIENTS—Continued

New Decision Registra-
EPA CR Action Review tion
No. No. Time Service Fee
(Months)( (%)
1012 197 Approval of new 21 415,241
(new) non-food use
safener. (2)(8)
1013 198 Approval of addi- 15 62,975
(new) tional food use
for previously
approved
safener with tol-
erance or ex-
emption from
tolerance. (2)
1014 199 Approval of addi- 15 25,168
(new) tional non-food
use for pre-
viously approved
safener. (2)
1015 200 Approval of new 24 269,728
(new) generic data for
previously ap-
proved food use
safener. (2)
1016 201 Approval of 13 55,776
(new) amendment(s)
to tolerance and
label for pre-
viously approved
safener. (2)

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.

(2) If another covered application is submitted that depends upon an applica-
tion to approve an inert ingredient, each application will be subject to its respec-
tive registration service fee. The decision review time line for both submissions
will be the longest of the associated applications. If the application covers mul-
tiple ingredients grouped by EPA into one chemical class, a single registration
service fee will be assessed for approval of those ingredients.

(3) If EPA data rules are amended to newly require clearance under section
408 of the FFDCA for an ingredient of an antimicrobial product where such in-
gredient was not previously subject to such a clearance, then review of the data
for such clearance of such product is not subject to a registration service fee for
the tolerance action for two years from the effective date of the rule.

(4) Any other covered application that is associated with and dependent on
the HSRB review will be subject to its separate registration service fee. The de-
cision review times for the associated actions run concurrently, but will end at
the date of the latest review time.

(5) Any other covered application that is associated with and dependent on
the SAP review will be subject to its separate registration service fee. The deci-
sion review time for the associated action will be extended by the decision review
time for the SAP review.

ED_001311B_00000017



RYA17494

sLcC.
84

(6) An application for a new end-use product using a source of active ingre-
dient that (a) is not yet registered but (b) has an application pending with the
Agency for review, will be considered an application for a new product with an
unregistered source of active ingredient.

(7) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted finali Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. I the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(8) If a new safener is submitted in the same package as a new active ingre-
dient, and that new active ingredient is determined to be reduced risk, then the
safener would get the same reduced timeframe as the new active ingredient.

“TABLE 19. — EXTERNAL REVIEW AND
MISCELLANEOQOUS ACTIONS

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)(

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

MO001

202

Study protocol
requiring
Human Stud-
ies Review
Board review
as defined in
40 CFR Part
26 in support
of an active
ingredient. (4)

9

7,938

MO002

203

Completed study
requiring
Human Stud-
ies Review
Board review
as defined in
40 CFR Part
26 in support
of an active
ingredient. (4)

7,938
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“TABLE 19. — EXTERNAL REVIEW AND
MISCELLANEQOUS ACTIONS—Continued
Decision Registra-
New : )
EPA . R tion
No. ﬁs Action '?i‘ll':leew Servilce Fee
: (Months), ($)
MO003 204 External tech- 12 63,945

nical peer re-
view of new
active ingre-
dient, product,
or amendment
(e.g., consulta-
tion with
FIFRA Sci-
entific Advi-
sory Panel)
for an action
with a decision
timeframe of
less than 12
months. Appli-
cant initiated
request based
on a require-
ment of the
Administrator,
as defined by
FIFRA §
25(d), in sup-
port of a novel
active ingre-
dient, or
unique use
pattern or ap-
plication tech-
nology. Ex-
cludes PIP ac-
tive ingredi-
ents. (5)
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“TABLE 19. — EXTERNAL REVIEW AND
MISCELLANEQOUS ACTIONS—Continued
Decision Registra-
New : )
EPA . R tion
No. ﬁs Action '?i‘ll':leew Servilce Fee
: (Months), ($)
M004 205 External tech- 18 63,945

nical peer re-
view of new
active ingre-
dient, product,
or amendment
(e.g., consulta-
tion with
FIFRA Sci-
entific Advi-
sory Panel)
for an action
with a decision
timeframe of
greater than
12 months.
Applicant ini-
tiated request
based on a re-
quirement of
the Adminis-
trator, as de-
fined by
FIFRA§
25(d), in sup-
port of a novel
active ingre-
dient, or
unique use
pattern or ap-
plication tech-
nology. Ex-
cludes PIP ac-
tive ingredi-
ents. (5)
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“TABLE 19. — EXTERNAL REVIEW AND
MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

MO005

206

New Product:
Combination,
Contains a
combination of
active ingredi-
ents from a
registered and/
or unregis-
tered source;
conventional,
antimicrobial
and/or biopes-
ticide. Re-
quires coordi-
nation with
other regu-
latory divi-
sions to con-
duct review of
data, label
and/or verify
the validity of
existing data
as cited. Only
existing uses
for each active
ingredient in
the combina-
tion product.

©)(7)

9

22,050

MO006

207

Request for up
to 5 letters of
certification
(Gold Seal)
for one ac-
tively reg-
istered prod-
uct (excludes
distributor
products). (8)

277
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“TABLE 19. — EXTERNAL REVIEW AND
MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS—Continued

EPA
No.

New
CR
No.

Action

Decision
Review
Time
(Months)

Registra-
tion
Service Fee

(%)

Mo07

208

Request to ex-
tend Exclusive
Use of data as
provided by
FIFRA Sec-
tion

3(C)(N)(F)(ii).

12

5,513

MO008

209

Request to grant
Exclusive Use
of data as pro-
vided by
FIFRA Sec-
tion
3(e)(1)(F)(vi)
for a minor
use, when a
FIFRA Sec-
tion 2(11)(2)
determination
is required.

15

1,654

MO009

210 (new)

Non-FIFRA
Regulated De-
termination:
Applicant ini-
tiated, per
product.

2,363

MO010

211 (new)

Conditional rul-
ing on pre-ap-
plication,
product sub-
stantial simi-
larity.

2,363

MO11

212 (new)

Label amend-
ment to add
the DfE logo;
requires data
review; no
other label
changes. (9)

3,648

(1) A decision review time that would otherwise end on a Saturday, Sunday,
or federal holiday, will be extended to end on the next business day.
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(2) If another covered application is submitted that depends upon an applica-
tion to approve an inert ingredient, each application will be subject to its respec-
tive registration service fee. The decision review time line for both submissions
will be the longest of the associated applications. If the application covers mul-
tiple ingredients grouped by EPA into one chemical class, a single registration
service fee will be assessed for approval of those ingredients.

(3) If EPA data rules are amended to newly require clearance under section
408 of the FFDCA for an ingredient of an antimicrobial product where such in-
gredient was not previously subject to such a clearance, then review of the data
for such clearance of such product is not subject to a registration service fee for
the tolerance action for two years from the effective date of the ruie.

(4) Any other covered application that is associated with and dependent on
the HSRB review will be subject to its separate registration service fee. The de-
cision review times for the associated actions run concurrently, but will end at
the date of the latest review time.

(5) Any other covered application that is associated with and dependent on
the SAP review will be subject to its separate registration service fee. The deci-
sion review time for the associated action will be extended by the decision review
time for the SAP review.

(6) An application for a new end-use product using a source of active ingre-
dient that (a) is not yet registered but (b) has an application pending with the
Agency for review, will be considered an application for a new product with an
unregistered source of active ingredient.

(7) Where the action involves approval of a new or amended label, on or be-
fore the end date of the decision review time, the Agency shall provide to the ap-
plicant a draft accepted label, including any changes made by the Agency that
differ from the applicant-submitted label and relevant supporting data reviewed
by the Agency. The applicant will notify the Agency that the applicant either (a)
agrees to all of the terms associated with the draft accepted label as amended by
the Agency and requests that it be issued as the accepted final Agency-stamped
label; or (b) does not agree to one or more of the terms of the draft accepted
label as amended by the Agency and requests additional time to resolve the dif-
ference(s); or (c) withdraws the application without prejudice for subsequent re-
submission, but forfeits the associated registration service fee. For cases de-
scribed in (b), the applicant shall have up to 30 calendar days to reach agree-
ment with the Agency on the final terms of the Agency-accepted label. I the ap-
plicant agrees to all of the terms of the accepted label as in (a), including upon
resolution of differences in (b), the Agency shall provide an accepted final Agen-
cy-stamped label to the registrant within 2 business days following the reg-
istrant’s written or electronic confirmation of agreement to the Agency.

(8) Due to low fee and short time frame this category is not eligible for small
business waivers. Gold seal applies to one registered product.

(9) This category includes amendments the sole purpose of which is to add
DfE (or equivalent terms that do not use “‘safe” or derivatives of “safe”’) logos
to a label. DfE is a woluntary program. A label bearing a DfE logo is not con-
sidered an Agency endorsement because the ingredients in the qualifying prod-
uct must meet objective, scientific criteria established and widely publicized by
EPA.".

SEC. 7. EFFECTIVE DATE.
The amendments made by this Act take effect on Oc-
tober 1, 2017.
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

[ O NI [ WP SR R R Je} —_———

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 4:07 PM

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 4:06 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 1:26 PM

To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) <Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

10: Bennett, |ate <pennetl | ate(@epa.gov>
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Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

CONTACT:
press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.
"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense

government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
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let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.

Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

RO82

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

[ O NI [ WP SR R R Je} —_———

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 1:26 PM

To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) <Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tale@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

ED_001311B_00000034



CONTACT:
press@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

May 11, 2017
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WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

R0O82

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

From: Carroll, Patrick (Appropriations)

Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 4:05:02 PM

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

Nope, but doubt he would since this falls under Carlisle

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 11:07 AM

To: Carroll, Patrick (Appropriations) <Patrick_Carroll@appro.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

We have a new senate guy. Did he send this to you?

On May 12,2017, at 11:06 AM, Carroll, Patrick (Appropriations)
<Patrick_Carroll@appro.senate.gov> wrote:

Thanks!

From: Bennett, Tate [mailio:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI
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CONTACT:

press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

May 11, 2017
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WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month
extension for implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA
received feedback from states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the
rule. The extended timeline will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community,
which includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and
prevent unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrater Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented
them with a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common
sense government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work
with this administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out
of the way and let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule
released in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges
are amplified as they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending
the certification timeline will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to
ensure adequate training resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the
National Association of State Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA
back to basics.
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If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

From: Carroll, Patrick (Appropriations)

Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 3:05:01 PM

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

Thanks!

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

CONTACT:
press@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.
"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense

government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
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let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.

Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

RO82

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
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From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

CONTACT:
press@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.
"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense

government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
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let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.

Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

RO82

If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Heggem, Christine

Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 1:39:46 PM

Subject: Re: Aaron Ringel

T haven't seen it.

On May 12,2017, at 9:05 AM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov> wrote:

He’s covering the House now. Did he send you all the update on Pesticide Applicator
Extention?

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Senior Deputy Associate Administrator
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs
Office of the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl; Palich, Christian[palich.christian@epa.govl; Kaiser,
Sven-Erik[Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov]

From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Wed 5/10/2017 11:10:28 PM

Subject: Questions for the hearing

Hi all — here are some potential questions Sen. Roberts could pose to the EPA witness
AAAAAAAA } B ORI, | AGA avay [ VA Sy .~ P Aty o
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1. Mr. Keigwin — Pesticide Registration Improvement Act (PRIA)

In the context of PRIA, often times the conversation focuses only on the benefits for the
registrants. Can you elaborate on the other types of benefits that PRIA provides, such
as certainty and worker protection?

2. Mr. Keigwin — Pesticide Registration Improvement Act (PRIA)

“PRIA 4,” which passed the House in a bipartisan manner on the suspension calendar, contains
a reauthorization provision for 7 years. Can you please walk us through a timeline that
illustrates how this 7 years will be used towards the registration of pesticides?

3. Mr. Keigwin — Stakeholder Outreach

In your testimony you discuss an initiative launched by Administrator Pruitt — the “Back to
Basics” agenda. Can you elaborate further on what EPA hopes to achieve through this effort,
who are the stakeholders, and what action items should Congress anticipate from this?

Andrew Vlasaty
Senior Professional Staff
Senate Agriculture Committee

Chairman Pat Roberts (R-KS)
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(202) 224-2035
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 1:16:33 AM

Subject: Re: Witness List - 5/11

Not yet but will let you know once I get some drafted.

On May 8, 2017, at 8:49 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov> wrote:

Do you have a list of potential questions?

On May 8, 2017, at 7:43 PM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov> wrote:

FYI

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, & Forestry

Full Committee Hearing

Pesticide Registration under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act: Providing Stakeholders with Certainty through the
Pesticide Registration Improvement Act
Thursday, May 11, 2017 — 9:30 am

328A Russell Senate Office Building

Witness List

Panel |

Mr. Rick Keigwin, Acting Director, Office of Pesticide Programs, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, DC

ED_001311B_00000045



Dr. Sheryl Kunickis, Director, Office of Pest Management Policy, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Washington, DC

Panel lI

Mr. Dale Murden, Past Chair, National Sorghum Producers; Past Chair,
Texas Sorghum Producers; President, Texas Citrus Mutual, Mission, TX

Mr. Gary W. Black, Commissioner, Georgia Department of Agriculture,
Atlanta, GA

Mr. Jay Vroom, President & Chief Executive Officer, CropLife America,
Washington, DC

Ms. Virginia E. Ruiz, Director of Occupational and Environmental Health,

Farmworker Justice, Washington, DC
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Thur 5/4/2017 11:01:20 PM

Subject: Full Committee Hearing Notice - 5/11

Just passing this along. Below you will find the title for the hearing.

Andrew

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, & Forestry

Full Committee Hearing Notice

To: All Committee Members

Title: Pesticide Registration under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act: Providing Stakeholders with Certainty through the Pesticide Registration
Improvement Act.

Date: Thursday, May 11, 2017

Time: 9:30 am

Place: 328A Russell Senate Office Building
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Wed 5/3/2017 11:11:26 PM

Subject: May 11th Hearing

Tate — just wanted to check in with you on the pesticide registration hearing we are planning to
have on Thursday, May 11®. The target is to start in the morning, tentatively 9:30 am. I hope to
have the formal invitation to you very soon. Just wanted to flag for you from a planning
perspective that we will be asking for EPA testimony by COB Monday, May 8™

Thank you in advance for your help. I know there have been a lot of moving parts with regard to
planning so thank you for bearing with me.

Let me know if you or anyone on your team has any questions.

Andrew Vlasaty

Senior Professional Staff
Senate Agriculture Committee
Chairman Pat Roberts (R-KS)

(202) 224-2035
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell)

Sent: Wed 5/3/2017 12:50:06 PM

Subject: RE: | realize this is cheating

Sounds good. See you this afternoon!

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 10:53 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: I realize this is cheating

For KY? Pesticides specifically worker protection and applicator rule, PRIA, WOTUS, water
quality issues. Really he will talk about whatever. Will let MM steer the conversation.

On May 2, 2017, at 10:50 PM, Conner, Katelyn (McConnell)
<Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov> wrote:

I should have asked about this more yesterday, but any details or thoughts on what you want
to hit on for the Ag meeting aside from WOTUS?

Pesticides? Conservation? Etc?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 12:20 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: I realize this is cheating

Thank you!!!

From: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) [mailto:Katelyn Conner@mecconnell.senate.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, May 2, 2017 12:15 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: I realize this is cheating
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I know you know how to find these, but passing along the links in case they’re helpful.
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2016).pdf

http://energy.kv.eov/Coal%20Facts%20Libraryv/Kentuckv%20Co0al%20F acts%20-
9%2016th%20Edition%20(2016).pdf

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02,2017 12:09 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov>
Subject: I realize this is cheating

But do you have the latest KY coal jobs numbers?
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl
From: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell)

Sent: Tue 5/2/2017 4:25:29 PM

Subject: RE: | realize this is cheating

I should have asked about this more yesterday, but any details or thoughts on what you want to
hit on for the Ag meeting aside from WOTUS?

Pesticides? Conservation? Etc?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02,2017 12:20 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: I realize this is cheating

Thank you!!!

From: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) [mailto:Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, May 2, 2017 12:15 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: I realize this is cheating

I know you know how to find these, but passing along the links in case they’re helpful.

http://energy kv.oov/Coal%20Facts%20Library/Kentuckv%20Quarterlv%20C0al%20Report%20(Q4-
2016).pdf

http:/fenergy. ky.cov/Coal%20Facts%20Library/Kentucky%20Coal%20F acts%20-
%2016th%20Edition%20(2016).pdf
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From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 12:09 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn _Conner@mcconnell senate. gov>
Subject: I realize this is cheating

But do you have the latest KY coal jobs numbers?
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Thur 4/27/2017 7:46:35 PM

Subject: Re: Hearing

Need to know asap

On Apr 27,2017, at 2:31 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov> wrote:

Good deal. Let me check on my end.

On Apr 27,2017, at 2:27 PM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov> wrote:

Hey Tate, just wanted to follow up with you. This isn’t finalized yet, but we’re
looking at Thursday, May 11" as the date for the hearing. Would Rick Keigwin from
the Office of Pesticide Policy be available that day? USDA sounds like they are
available.

Andrew Vlasaty

Senior Professional Staff
Senate Agriculture Committee
Chairman Pat Roberts (R-KS)

(202) 224-2035
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Thur 4/27/2017 6:25:35 PM

Subject: Hearing

Hey Tate, just wanted to follow up with you. This isn’t finalized yet, but we’re looking at
Thursday, May 11" as the date for the hearing. Would Rick Keigwin from the Office of

Pesticide Policy be availabie that day? USDA sounds like they are avaiiable.

Andrew Vlasaty

Senior Professional Staff
Senate Agriculture Committee
Chairman Pat Roberts (R-KS)

(202) 224-2035
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Neill, Andrew

Sent: Tue 4/25/2017 10:56:15 PM

Subject: Re: Accomplishments

Thank you!
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 25, 2017, at 6:54 PM, Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov> wrote:

First 100 Days Accomplishments: EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt

Regulatory Rollback and Promoting Economic Growth

v’ Energy Independence EO: Following the President’s Energy Independence
Executive Order, Administrator Pruitt signed three notices to review and, if
appropriate, to revise or rescind major, economically significant, burdensome rules
the last Administration issued.

v+ CPP: Reviewing the so-called Clean Power Plan that threatens over 125,000
U.S. jobs.

v+ ELG Rule: EPA announced the agency’s decision to review and reconsider
the final rule that amends the effluent limitations guidelines and standards for the
steam electric power generating category under the Clean Water Act (ELG Rule),
which costs an estimated $480 million annually, and about $1.2 billion per year in
the first five years of compliance.

v'-  Coal Combustion Residuals (CCR Rule): EPA expects to issue the draft
guidance on the CCR rule at the end of the month and begin acting on state permit
applications this year. CCR rule is estimated to cost power plants between $500
and $745 million — per year.

v+ Water Infrastructure: Opened the application process for EPA’'s WIFIA
program; a low-risk loan for businesses that will provide $1 billion in credit to
finance over $2 billion in water infrastructure investments.

v+ Hard Rock Mining: EPA extended the comment period on the Hard Rock
Mining proposed rule that could cost American businesses $171 million annually.

v*  New Source Performance Standards: Reviewing the New Source
Performance Standards for coal-fired power plants, which prevents companies from
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building new plants.

v+ Methane ICR: We are stopping the methane ICR by telling businesses they no
longer have this additional bureaucratic burden, with the cost to American
businesses attempting to comply exceeding $42 million.

v+ Risk Management Rule (RMP Rule): EPA delayed the RMP rule to make
sure that any additional regulations aCLUdny' make chemical facilities safer, without
duplicating regulations or opening our country up to dangerous national security
threats. EPA estimates the RMP rule to cost $131.8 million annually, or $1.3

billion over ten years.

v'»  Qil and Gas Methane NSPS: EPA announced a decision to reconsider the Qil
and Gas Methane New Source Performance Standards for new and modified
sources, delaying a costly compliance requirement.

v+ Ozone Standard: Requested delay of oral arguments on the ozone standard.

v+ CAFE Standards: EPA rescinded an unjustified, premature evaluation of
greenhouse gas and fuel economy standards for model year 2022-2025 vehicles,
and is working with DOT to conduct a collaborative and robust review of the
standards. According to the Auto Alliance, “no agency has ever set emission limits
so far into the future,” and this puts 1.1 million jobs at risk and cost the industry
$200 billion by 2025 to comply.

v+ Regulatory Reform: Launched the EPA Regulatory Reform Task Force to
undergo extensive reviews of the misaligned regulatory actions from the past
administration.

v*  MATS Rule: Given the broad-reaching economic implications of the Mercury
and Air Toxics Rule (MATS rule), we are reviewing the costs of the rule to
determine whether it complies with our statutory mandate, abides by sound
regulatory principles, and is in line with the pro-jobs, pro-growth directives of this
Administration.

v»  TSCA Implementation: Clearing the backlog of new chemicals that were

waiting for approval from EPA, so they can go to market, and companies can create
jobs and continue to innovate.

Giving Power Back to the States
v'*  WOTUS: EPA is restoring states’ important role in the regulation of water by

reviewing the “Waters of the U.S.” or WOTUS. A rule with a regulatory impact
analysis of between $600 million and $1.2 billion.
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v+ Meetings with State, National and International Leaders: EPA
Administrator Scott Pruitt has consulted 22 bipartisan governors, 10 bipartisan
members of congress, three foreign leaders, four state agriculture departments,
and over a dozen bipartisan organizations.

v+ Clean Air Act/SSM SIP: Asked the court to postpone oral arguments over an

Ihamia Aars ridda maalias L otntno rovarArls Nlasm Air Aamambanman wlama
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the Start-up, Shutdown and Malfunction (SSM) Emissions requirements set by
State Implementation Plans (SIP) issued pursuant to the Clean Air Act and subject
to EPA's federal oversight.

Protecting Health and the Environment

v’ Flint, Michigan: The Agency is allocating funds for vital environmental projects that
go directly to the health of our citizens, such as providing $100 million to upgrade drinking
water infrastructure in Flint, Michigan.

v+ Superfund Sites: We are getting real results cleaning up Superfund sites,

including: East Chicago (IN), West Oakland (CA) and Pompton Lake (NJ). First
EPA Administrator to visit East Chicago site.

v’ Chlorpyrifos: EPA denied a petition from the NRDC and the Pesticide Action
Network North America, which was seeking a ban on a pesticides used on 40,000
farms and 50 different crops because there was never enough science to justify
the ban.

v'-  EPA Back-to-Basics: EPA Administrator Pruitt launched a Back-to-Basics
agenda, touring a Pennsylvania coal mine, a Missouri power plant, and visiting a
contaminated Superfund site in E. Chicago, to discuss how EPA is refocusing the

agency on its core mission of protecting the environment through sensible
regulations developed in cooperation with state, local and tribal partners.

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Senior Advisor to the Administrator
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs
Office of the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Mon 4/24/2017 5:11:23 PM

Subject: RE: Office of Pesticide Policy

No, to be clear nothing has been signed off yet nor has any decision been made about the

theme/scope of the hearing. 'm still in the process of gathering names/witness ideas to present

tn QSon Rahorte | think venr are rinnht that lames and Rick worked tongether some
A% Wl Be ] RN RS ] Lwd . [ERERIERIAN )fvu Ch § Ilyl Bh L IGAL WS GA Tt Al Th%d | WISl VW AAE I\\J\d va\dll Tl wltdi ] T o

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 1:07 PM

To: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov>
Subject: Re: Office of Pesticide Policy

Did James sign off on Rick specifically? I think they worked together some in the past. Just
wanted to check!

On Apr 21,2017, at 7:16 PM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)
<Andrew_Vlasaty(@ag.senate.gov> wrote:

Hey Tate,

Here are some possible witness ideas from EPA's office of pesticide policy.

Office of Pesticide Policy

Rick P. Keigwin, keigwin.richard@epa.gov, (703) 305-7090

Acting Director

Stephen Schaible, schaible.stephen@epa.gov(703) 308-9362

Senior Advisor for Pesticide Registration Improvement Act (PRIA) Implementation
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)

Sent: Fri 4/21/2017 11:15:54 PM

Subject: Office of Pesticide Policy

Hey Tate,
Here are some possible witness ideas from EPA's office of pesticide policy.

Office of Pesticide Policy

Rick P. Keigwin, keigwinrichard@epa.gov, (703) 305-7090

Acting Director

Stephen Schaible, schaible.stephen@epa.gov(703) 308-9362

Senior Advisor for Pesticide Registration Improvement Act (PRIA) Implementation
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govi

Cc: Eisner, Brandon (Wicker)[Brandon_Elsner@wicker.senate.govl; Mize, Bennett
(Cochran)[Bennett_Mize@cochran.senate.gov]
From: Helton, Samantha (Wicker)

Sent: Thur 4/20/2017 8:33:35 PM

Subject: PineBelt Processing

Mississippi signed PineBelt letier to EPA.PDF

Perimeter Brochure. pdf

Summary of EPA action on Etofenprox use for consumer clothing Pine Belt Processing, Inc., EPA Reqg.
No. 82392-3.doc

Hey Tate,

It was good to talk to you just now. As I said on the phone, EPA recently denied PineBelt
Processing’s application for Etofenprox-treated textiles for commercial use, even though it
approved it for military use last year. Attached is a summary of EPA’s interaction with PineBelt
and their product, a brochure on the product, and the letter Senators Wicker, Cochran,
Congressmen Harper and Palazzo sent to EPA last March.

PineBelt is scheduled to meet with EPA early next month, so this issue is very timely. We would
appreciate an update on how EPA has handled this case as soon as possible.

Thanks so much! Talk soon.

Samantha Helton

Office of Senator Roger Wicker (R-MS)

555 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

202.224.6253

HERB0
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Congress of the United States

TWashington, B 20510
March 18, 2016

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Administrator

| & 1D
Environmental Protection Agency

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator McCarthy,

We write seeking expedited consideration of an application we understand has been submitted to
your agency by PineBelt Processing, Inc.

It is our understanding that PineBelt’s application (82392-G) for Etofenprox-treated textiles is
currently scheduled for a final decision by August 2016. We request expedited consideration of
Etnofenprox in the hope that it could help address a potential Zika virus outbreak in the United States as
the summer mosquito season approaches. The Centers for Disease Control and the World Health
Organization have recommended insecticide-treated clothing as a means for protection from Zika. Itis
also our understanding that the Department of Agriculture has found that this particular product is
effective in protecting humans against mosquito bites.

We would apprecmte any support or guidance your agency can provide to us about what is needed
for such an expedited review. Additionally, we request information on the actions your agency is taking
to ensure high-quality insecticides are publicly accessible during the coming months.

Thank you for your consideration.

sl o

Sincerely,

Thad Cochran
U.S. Senator

Steven Palazzo

‘ ; ongress Member of Congress

cC: Susan Lewis, Director
Registration Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Pesticide Programs
Room $4900, One Potomac Yard
2777 South Crystal Drive
Arlington, VA 22202

ED_001311B_00000076



N
N
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
<
<
™
<
o
o
a
LLl




1

sofiuep

Q.
»

112A03%]

pros Ul 2

1L)0|3 40,
1aqnd e sws

[EEIBECHH

5 0in an

Ealn]

3
=%
B

£

o =
ERE E g
2z g
o 5o “ =
e W S z
o ¢ il “
. fadin IS
9 g 2 B -
= 80 3 3
s 23 2 3 ¢
RAC) : :

& g 3 ¢

[P 3 &

2§ g

v & £

[ 3 =

53 [ER N

FI] Iy 2

S L
3 Jul
o I
k) I’
= 22
&

I}
3
®
®
2

8NN su J0) senbiuyse |
ap Bu ‘

2w
7o
-

1o

ED_001311B_00000077



Our Mistory of Success

¢ Blel: Proo

ERNI 2 Lnitec Sta

ec o tie-

¢oing reg ste

ot Guard

FERIMETER

INSECT GUARD

ced Product

ovied 13 Lo further our

and re labs product

ors

Tyin

S201-5orne

uct Perimeter Blo insect Guard

PERIMETER. £10

INSECT GUARD

ED_001311B_00000077



“rar bizes a7 a F gher peroentage drat W therears.

s susceprh e to nszct aites while wearing arofenprox-traated text 22

weth 3 Higher peroen: hite protectic

stoferprox s ¢

n. Fnfanprox has besn anov

irzatsc tev:ss

3

d aonsed of.

What is Etofenprox?

to'e

ok [2

ethar! slsc known 2s ethofenprox. s a sy

ke e nsec:

fe riba foontains anether ™o

Croferpraxd ffers

from pyretaro

WORKS ON MALARIA RETREATHMENT OPTIONS LOW MARAALIAN
TRANSEITTING MOSQUITOES UNLIKE PEREETHRIN TOXICITY

frofenproxis pat s neurotoxin or ca

some of Tng pyrsthen s, Tha sarcinogenic r sk fo

104

r 105 %100y S

hie tis

¢ s-mi-ar to that 107 for perme

>thro ds 2 rean action s ie s the ronzl ax

h Command

Ay Puble Hea

Ftofansrox sterad in mars than 50 scuntries ind notes sto anpiet atrates

sazs to gr

h agrict tursl ana g

orovis curen Ty

oo, mosyuits
4 HIGHER PERCENT HIGHER PERCENT POTENTIAL TREATMENT

BITE PROTEGTION CHEMICAL RETENTION FUR OTHER TEXTILES

ZR ETO H4SECT GUARD

ED_001311B_00000077



Eiofenprox
Texiile Treatment

3mooth, even coating.
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Warmbkraft, Inc. — Pine Belt Processing, Inc.

P.O. Box 557 P.O. Box 549
Industrial Park 1122 South Erwin Road
113 Fellowship Road Stonewall, MS 39168
Taylorsville, Mississippi 39168 Phone (601) 659-3317
Phone (601) 785-4476 Fax (601) 659-3458

Fax  (601) 785-6526
April 12,2017

John Lundy

Capital Resources LLC
210 East Capital Street
Regions Plaza

Suite 1262

Jackson, MS 39201

Reference: Summary of EPA Rejection of Etofenprox use for consumer clothing Pine Belt Processing, Inc., EPA Reg. No.
82392-3

In 2012 the first meetings with the EPA were held at the EPA offices in Washington, DC. During the next 4 years at least 10 pre-
registration meetings were held with the EPA.  The purpose of these meetings were to adhere to the EPA guidelines for the
registration of Etofenprox for use in textiles to protecting individuals from insect bites. Data was generated (with military support)
and was used to register our product. During this time all work was done at no cost to the US Government. During these meetings
it was greatly discussed and understood that the registration would be for all textiles protecting our military personnel and civilian
consumers. The use of Etofenprox would add another alternative for protection from biting insects that cause transmit of the Zika
virus, dengue fever, West Nile virus, and malaria. Etofenprox is the only safe alternative to permethrin and other pyrethroids.

The registration was approved and issued on August 12, 2016. The problem is that the registration was issued only for military use
which was never the intent. A miscommunications within the EPA resulted in the risk assessment to be done only on military
uniforms. Pine Belt was advised by the EPA to file for an amendment to add all textile uses. Pine Belt applied for such an
amendment on November 1, 2016. On December 15" 2016 the EPA issued a ten-day deficiency letter requesting why the current
data should be used to bridge the efficiency data. On December 21 Pine Belt submitted a response. On Feb 9% 2017 the EPA
published that this request would be denied. During this time period the EPA experienced a turnover of many key personnel. The
EPA miscommunications have resulted in damage to the innovative and expensive years of work done by Pine Belt in insect
protection. If Pine Belt cannot access the consumers markets with this product our continued production and employee jobs will be
in jeopardy.

Very important points to consider:

s  Etofenprox is much safer than permethrin which is currently being used on all consumer textiles.

Etofenprox is the only alternative

The safety of Etofenprox is well documented

Etofenprox has a low environment impact and is a non-carcinogen

Etofenprox does not exhibit pyrethroid resistance

Etophenprox offers much better protection to consumers and military personnel. EPA approved data showing

more than 92% effectiveness against mosquitoes after 75 washes verses permethrin at 75% after 50 washes on

the same fabric.

e Permethrin has been approved for several companies for consumer uses in textiles based on military only data.
Currently permethrin is used in everything from tee shirts, hats, scarfs, golf shirts, and all types of children’s
clothing. This an unleveled playing field that disallows a safer alternative.

o The EPA has no published policy on bridging or not to bridge pesticide data from military use to consumer use.
The precedence has been to bridge that data generated by the military to consumer use as done with permethrin
for several other companies.

e  Pine Belt did not apply for military only use on the applications and was not informed the intent to review only
for military use until the registration was issued for military only.

e  Turnover and changes in personnel at the EPA has degraded the communications on such programs.

e Pine Belt will be forced to abandon plans to add production equipment and over 200 jobs in Smith and Clark
County.

If there are any questions please contact me directly.

Regards,

G

Ron Lack
General Manager
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Warmkraft, Inc.
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To: Kaiser, Sven-Erik[Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.govl; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl
From: Cone, Travis (Capito)

Sent: Wed 4/12/2017 5:20:26 PM

Subject: RE: Sen. Capito Inquiry on Resultix

Thanks Sven. I'll touch base with Piedmont and let you know if we need anything more on our
end.

Best,

Travis

C. Travis Cone

Legislative Assistant

Senator Shelley Moore Capito (R-WV)

172 Russell Senate Office Building (SR-172)
Washington, DC 20515

202-224-6472

travis_cone(@capito.senate.gov

From: Kaiser, Sven-Erik [mailto:Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, April 12,2017 1:08 PM

To: Cone, Travis (Capito) <Travis_Cone@capito.senate.gov>; Bennett, Tate
<Bennett.Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: Sen. Capito Inquiry on Resultix

ED_001311B_00000080



Travis,

This responds to your inquiry regarding the pesticide registration for Resultix. Piedmont
Animal Health, LLC (Piedmont) has a registration from EPA for Resultix, a pesticide
product labeled to Kkill ticks on dogs and cats. Our understanding is that Piedmont is
interested in amending that registration to allow use of Resultix against ticks on people.

Although the company has not yet submitted an application to add this use to Resultix,
EPA has been in preliminary discussions with the company about a potential
amendment as far back as June 2015. Because of the public health implications of the
proposed new use, i.e., prevention of Lyme disease as transmitted by ticks, EPA
requires submission of product performance data to evaluate the efficacy of the
pesticide product and determine whether the proposed use meets the statutory standard
for registration.

The proposed use, which involves spraying the pesticide on a feeding tick, differs from
the currently recommended best practice for preventing disease transmission from ticks.
The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s (CDC) long standing guidance for the
prevention of disease transmission by ticks is to immediately remove the tick
(https://www.cdc.gov/ticks/avoid/on people.html).

In contrast, the documentation for the proposed use indicates that treated ticks do not
dislodge but rather die in situ. Because of the potential for public health risks from ticks
that remain attached, EPA is seeking information to address the potential risk from such
ticks that have been treated with a pesticide of this nature. Any data for a use like the
one being proposed by Piedmont would need to address concerns about potential
disease transmission during the period after the tick is sprayed and before it falls off or
is removed from the person’s body. In addition, if testing involves intentional exposure of
human subjects to the pesticide, the protocol and study would need to comply with
EPA’s human studies rule. See 40 CFR part 26, subparts K-Q.
(https://www.epa.gov/osa/human-studies-review-board)

Due to the novel nature of the proposed use, EPA does not currently have an accepted
protocol for conducting product performance studies to support the claims being made
for this type of public health pesticide application. In such cases, the registrant develops
a study protocol which is then submitted to EPA for review and approval prior to the
testing commencing. EPA can help the registrant develop such a protocol including
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providing input on the design parameters of the study, data collection and analysis and
other relevant aspects of such a protocol. EPA will continue to work with Piedmont and
will review any study protocols or application for registration the company submits.

Please let me know if any additional questions and if a call would be helpful. Thanks,

Sven

Sven-Erik Kaiser

U.S. EPA

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (1305A)

Washington, DC 20460

202-566-2753
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
From: Cone, Travis (Capito)

Sent: Tue 4/11/2017 3:17:18 PM

Subject: RE: more info

Thanks for this. It appears to be the same line the previous administration offered. I'm no
expert, but for its part Piedmont feels that the CDC’s guidelines aren’t relevant for the EPA’s
approval processes. I think they were just pushing the spray to kiil and remove ticks without
making grandiose claims about Lyme disease, but maybe they didn’t share that with me.

Appreciate your help.

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 11,2017 11:13 AM

To: Cone, Travis (Capito) <Travis_Cone@capito.senate.gov>
Subject: more info

Although the company has not yet submitted an application to add this use to Resultix,
EPA has been in preliminary discussions with the company about a potential
amendment as far back as June 2015. Because of the public health implications of the
proposed new use, i.e., prevention of Lyme disease as transmitted by ticks, EPA
requires submission of product performance data to evaluate the efficacy of the
pesticide product and determine whether the proposed use meets the statutory standard
for registration.

The proposed use, which involves spraying the pesticide on a feeding tick, differs from
the currently recommended best practice for preventing disease transmission from ticks.
The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s (CDC) long-standing guidance for the
prevention of disease transmission by ticks is to immediately remove the tick
(https://www.cdc.gov/ticks/avoid/on _people.htmi).
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In contrast, the documentation for the proposed use indicates that treated ticks do not
dislodge but rather die in situ. Because of the potential for public health risks from ticks
that remain attached, EPA is seeking information to address the potential risk from such
ticks that have been treated with a pesticide of this nature. Any data for a use like the
one being proposed by Piedmont would need to address concerns about potential
disease transmission during the period after the tick is sprayed and before it falls off or
is removed from the person’s body. In addition, if testing involves intentional exposure of

hiiman acithiarte fn the nactircida tha nratnenl anrl atiidyv wniild naad tn romnhy with
nuriian suvjCls W Uit pesulile, Ui prOCLUI aill swuly wiluiG NiccU O COMPy willi

EPA’s human studies rule. See 40 CFR part 26, subparts K-Q.
(https:/lwww .epa.gov/osa/human-studies-review-board)

Due to the novel nature of the proposed use, EPA does not currently have an accepted
protocol for conducting product performance studies to support the claims being made
for this type of public health pesticide application. In such cases, the registrant develops
a study protocol which is then submitted to EPA for review and approval prior to the
testing commencing. EPA can help the registrant develop such a protocol including
providing input on the design parameters of the study, data collection and analysis and
other relevant aspects of such a protocol.

EPA will continue to work with Piedmont and will review any study protocols or
application for registration the company submits in accordance with the statutory and
regulatory requirements and timeframe provided under the Pesticide Registration
Improvement Act (PRIA).

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Senior Advisor to the Administrator
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs
Office of the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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To: Kaiser, Sven-Erik[Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.govl; Lyons, Troy[lyons.troy@epa.gov}; Bennett,
Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl]

From: Decker, James

Sent: Tue 4/11/2017 12:58:08 PM

Subject: RE: Cong. Burgess Request for Texas Feral Hog Contact

Thank you for the quick response, Sven! I will pass this along.

-James.

From: Kaiser, Sven-Erik [mailto:Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 8:45 AM

To: Lyons, Troy; Decker, James; Bennett, Tate

Subject: Cong. Burgess Request for Texas Feral Hog Contact

James — following up on your request on anti feral hog pesticides, here’s a point of
contact for your constituent.

Meredith Laws
EPA Office of Pesticides — Registration Division

Laws.meredith@epa.gov

703-308-7038

Feel free to contact me if any additional questions. Thanks,

Sven

Sven-Erik Kaiser
U.S. EPA

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations
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1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (1305A)
Washington, DC 20460

202-566-2753

From: Lyons, Troy

Sent: Monday, April 10,2017 11:56 AM

To: Decker, James <James.Decker@mail house.gov>

Cec: Kaiser, Sven-Erik <Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov>; Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Texas Feral Hog Contact Request

Thanks, James.

Adding Sven on our team who can hopefully point you in the right direction.

From: Decker, James [mailto:James. Decker@mail house.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 10,2017 11:24 AM

To: Lyons, Troy <lyons.troy@epa.gov>

Subject: Texas Feral Hog Contact Request

Troy,

A local official in our district contacted our office about a recent EPA decision to
approve a certain chemical to deal with a feral hog issue in the state of Texas
(https://www3.epa.gov/pesticides/chem_search/ppls/072500-00026-20170103.pdf). He asked if
we could put him in touch with someone at EPA (I’'m guessing the Region 6 office?) who was
involved in this decision and could provide him some additional clarity on the issue. Would you
be able to assist me in getting him a contact? Let me know if you need any more information
from me. Thanks!

-James.
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James Decker

Deputy Chief of Staff

Congressman Michael C. Burgess, M.D. (TX-26)
2336 Rayburn House Office Building

(202) 225-7772
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To: Kaiser, Sven-Erik[Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.govl; Lyons, Troy[lyons.troy@epa.gov}; Bennett,
Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl]

From: Decker, James

Sent: Tue 4/11/2017 12:50:51 PM

Subject: RE: Cong. Burgess Inquiry Texas Feral Hog Pesticide

Thank you!

From: Kaiser, Sven-Erik [mailto:Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov}
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 1:48 PM

To: Lyons, Troy; Decker, James; Bennett, Tate

Subject: Cong. Burgess Inquiry Texas Feral Hog Pesticide

James,

Thanks for the request. I'll be glad to check into it and get back to you with a response.
Please let me know if any additional questions. Best,
Sven

Sven-Erik Kaiser

U.S. EPA

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (1305A)

Washington, DC 20460

202-566-2753

From: Lyons, Troy

Sent: Monday, April 10,2017 11:56 AM

To: Decker, James <James.Decker@mail house.gov>

Cec: Kaiser, Sven-Erik <Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov>; Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Texas Feral Hog Contact Request

Thanks, James.
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Adding Sven on our team who can hopefully point you in the right direction.

From: Decker, James [maiito.James. Decker@mail.house.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 10,2017 11:24 AM

To: Lyons, Troy <lyons.troy(@epa.gov>

Subject: Texas Feral Hog Contact Request

Troy,

A local official in our district contacted our office about a recent EPA decision to
approve a certain chemical to deal with a feral hog issue in the state of Texas
(https://www3.epa.gov/pesticides/chem_search/ppls/072500-00026-20170103.pdf). He asked if
we could put him in touch with someone at EPA (I'm guessing the Region 6 office?) who was
involved in this decision and could provide him some additional clarity on the issue. Would you
be able to assist me in getting him a contact? Let me know if you need any more information
from me. Thanks!

-James.

James Decker

Deputy Chief of Staff

Congressman Michael C. Burgess, M.D. (TX-26)
2336 Rayburn House Office Building

(202) 225-7772
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To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations)[Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov}

- Mommm 2t Tt

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 4:06 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:56 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

Miss you — would love to catch up and hear all about your life!

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennetl. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule
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ICYMI

CONTACT:
press@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

RO82
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If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations)[Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov}]

- Mommm 2t Tt

From: Santos, Rachel (Appropriations) [mailto:Rachel_Santos@appro.senate.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:56 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

i’o: Bennetf,’Taté <Bénnet‘c.Tate@epa.qov>
Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

CONTACT:
press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
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states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.
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If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Carroll, Patrick (Appropriations)[Patrick_Carroll@appro.senate.gov]
From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 3:07:14 PM

Subject: Re: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

We have a new senate guy. Did he send this to you?

On May 12,2017, at 11:06 AM, Carroll, Patrick (Appropriations)
<Patrick_Carroll@appro.senate.gov> wrote:

Thanks!

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 12, 2017 10:49 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennetl. Tate@epa.gov>

Subject: EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

ICYMI

CONTACT:
press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month
extension for implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA
received feedback from states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the
rule. The extended timeline will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community,

which includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and
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prevent unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.
Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented
them with a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common
sense government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work
with this administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out
of the way and let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule
released in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges
are amplified as they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending
the certification timeline will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to
ensure adequate training resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the
National Association of State Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA
back to basics.
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Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Bcc: Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl; Viasaty, Andrew
(Agriculture)[Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov}; Glueck, James
(Agriculture)[James_Glueck@ag.senate.gov]; Heggem, Christine[Chris.Heggem@mail.house.gov};
josh.maxwell@mail.house.govfjosh.maxwell@mail.house.gov};
carlisle_clarke@appro.senate.govicarlisie_clarke@appro.senate.govj;
rachel_santos@appro.senate.govirachel_santos@appro.senate.govj; Cassie
Bladow[Cassie.Bladow@beetsugar.orgl; Alexandra Dapolito Dunn[adunn@ecos.orgl; Carroll, Patrick
(Appropriations)[Patrick_Carroli@appro.senate.govl]; Conner, Katelyn

ICYMI

CONTACT:
press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.

"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.
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“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.

RO82

Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Heggem, Christine[Chris.Heggem@mail.house.gov]
From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Fri 5/12/2017 1:04:43 PM

Subject: Aaron Ringel

He’s covering the House now. Did he send you all the update on Pesticide Applicator Extention?

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Senior Deputy Associate Administrator
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs
Office of the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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See where we worked with Gov. Greiten’s office and NASDA on this.

Thanks!

Tate

CONTACT:
press(@epa.gov

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
May 11, 2017

EPA Extends Timeline for Pesticide Applicators Rule

WASHINGTON - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt today announced a 12-month extension for
implementation of the revised final Certification and Training of Pesticide Applicators (C&T) rule. EPA received feedback from
states and stakeholders that more time and resources are needed to prepare for compliance with the rule. The extended timeline
will enable EPA to work with states and provide adequate compliance and training resources.

“In order to achieve both environmental protection and economic prosperity, we must give the regulated community, which
includes farmers and ranchers, adequate time to come into compliance with regulations. Extending the timeline for
implementation of this rule will enable EPA to consult with states, assist with education, training and guidance, and prevent
unnecessary burdens from overshadowing the rule’s intended benefits,” said Administrator Pruitt.

Last month, Administrator Pruitt met with Missouri Governor Eric Greitens to discuss the C&T rule, among other issues.
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"Administrator Pruitt proved today that the old way of doing business at the EPA is over and done with. We presented them with
a problem, and they took quick action to begin fixing it. Missouri farmers have waited a long time for common sense
government, and now it's on its way. I'm grateful for this new leadership, and look forward to continuing to work with this
administration to curb regulations that are killing jobs and hurting our farmers. It's time for government to get out of the way and
let our farmers farm,” said Governor Greitens.

“We greatly appreciate EPA extending the effective date of this rule. While we are supportive of the improved final rule released
in January, States are facing a range of on-going logistical, resource, and capacity challenges. These challenges are amplified as
they also implement other recent EPA requirements, such as the Worker Protection Standard. Extending the certification timeline
will help alleviate some of those challenges by allowing states to work with our EPA partners to ensure adequate training
resources and compliance assistance activities,” said Dr. Barbara P. Glenn, CEO of the National Association of State
Departments of Agriculture.

Administrator Pruitt recently launched his Back-ro-Basics agenda for returning EPA to its core mission: protecting the
environment by engaging with state, local, and tribal partners to create sensible regulations that enhance economic growth.
Today’s action is the latest evidence of Administrator Pruitt’s commitment to cooperative federalism and getting the EPA back to
basics.
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If you would rather not receive future communications from Environmental Protection Agency, let us know by clicking here.
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20460 United States
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To: Viasaty, Andrew (Agriculture)[Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov]
From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Tue 5/9/2017 12:49:15 AM

Subject: Re: Witness List - 5/11

Do you have a list of potential questions?

On May 8, 2017, at 7:43 PM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov>
wrote:

FYI

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, & Forestry

Full Committee Hearing

Pesticide Registration under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act: Providing Stakeholders with Certainty through the Pesticide
Registration Improvement Act
Thursday, May 11, 2017 — 9:30 am

328A Russell Senate Office Building

Witness List

Panel |

Mr. Rick Keigwin, Acting Director, Office of Pesticide Programs, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, DC

Dr. Sheryl Kunickis, Director, Office of Pest Management Policy, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Washington, DC

Panel Il
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Mr. Dale Murden, Past Chair, National Sorghum Producers; Past Chair, Texas
Sorghum Producers; President, Texas Citrus Mutual, Mission, TX

Mr. Gary W. Black, Commissioner, Georgia Department of Agriculture,
Atlanta, GA

Mr. Jay Vroom, President & Chief Executive Officer, CropLife America,
Washington, DC

Ms. Virginia E. Ruiz, Director of Occupational and Environmental Health,

. WA A alnim mba . Y
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To: Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture){Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov]

Cc: Kaiser, Sven-Erik[Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.govl; Lyons, Troy[lyons.troy@epa.gov}; Palich,
Christian[palich.christian@epa.gov]
From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Thur 5/4/2017 11:12:02 PM
Subject: Re: Full Committee Hearing Notice - 5/11

Thanks!

On May 4, 2017, at 7:02 PM, Vlasaty, Andrew (Agriculture) <Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov>
wrote:

Just passing this along. Below you will find the title for the hearing.

Andrew

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, & Forestry

Full Committee Hearing Notice

To: All Committee Members

Title: Pesticide Registration under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act: Providing Stakeholders with Certainty through the Pesticide
Registration Improvement Act.

Date: Thursday, May 11, 2017

Time: 9:30 am
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Place: 328A Russell Senate Office Building
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To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell)[Katelyn_Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov]
From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Wed 5/3/2017 2:53:06 AM

Subject: Re: | realize this is cheating

For KY? Pesticides specifically worker protection and applicator rule, PRIA, WOTUS, water
quality issues. Really he will talk about whatever. Will let MM steer the conversation.

On May 2, 2017, at 10:50 PM, Conner, Katelyn (McConnell)

<Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov> wrote:

I should have asked about this more yesterday, but any details or thoughts on what you want
to hit on for the Ag meeting aside from WOTUS?

Pesticides? Conservation? Etc?

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02,2017 12:20 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov>
Subject: RE: I realize this is cheating

Thank you!!!

From: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) [mailto:Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, May 2, 2017 12:15 PM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: I realize this is cheating

I know you know how to find these, but passing along the links in case they’re helpful.

http://energy.ky.gov/Coal%20Facts%20Library/Kentucky%20Quarterlv%20Co0al%20Report%20(Q4-
2016).pdf
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http://energy.ky.cov/Coal%20Facts%20Library/Kentucky%20Coal%20Facts%20-
%2016th%20Edition%20(2016).pdf

From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 12:09 PM

To: Conner, Katelyn (McConnell) <Katelyn Conner@mcconnell.senate.gov>
Subject: I realize this is cheating

But do you have the latest KY coal jobs numbers?
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To: Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.gov[Andrew_Vlasaty@ag.senate.govl;
Dudley@nasda.org[Dudley@nasda.org]

From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Fri 6/2/2017 3:37:18 PM

Subject: Fwd: EPA Notification: Pesticide Certified Applicator Rule Effective Date Delay
FR.2017-11458.pdf

ATTO0001.htm

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Kaiser, Sven-Erik" <Kaiser.Sven-Erik@epa.gov>
Date: June 2, 2017 at 11:15:40 AM EDT
Subject: EPA Notification: Pesticide Certified Applicator Rule Effective Date Delay

Today EPA published a delay of the effective date for the Certification of Pesticide

Applicators final rule. This action delays the effective date from June 5, 2017, to
May 22, 2018 (FR notice attached). Please let me know if any questions. Thanks,

Sven

Sven-Erik Kaiser

U.S. EPA

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (1305A)

Washington, DC 20460

202-566-2753
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EPA-APPROVED GEORGIA NON-REGULATORY PROVISIONS

: State
Applicable :
Name of geographic or submittal
nonregulatory nonattainment date/
SIP provision area effective
date

EPA approval

date Explanation

* * * * *

2008 8-hour ozone Main-  Bartow, Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Coweta, DeKalb,
tenance Plan for the At- Douglas, Fayette, Forsyth, Fulton, Gwinnett,
lanta Area. Henry, Newton, Paulding and Rockdale Counties.

* *

7/18/2016  6/2/2017, [insert Federal

Register citation].

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401, et seq.
* 4.1n §81.311, the table entitled

PART 81—DESIGNATION OF AREAS
FOR AIR QUALITY PLANNING

by revising the entry for ““Atlanta,
GA:2” to read as follows:

PURPOSES ““Georgia—2008 8-Hour Ozone NAAQS  §81.311 Georgia.

~ 3. The authority citation for part 81 (Primary and secondary)” is amended O

continues to read as follows:

GEORGIA—2008 8-HOUR OZONE NAAQS
[Primary and secondary]
Designation Classification
Designated area
Date ! Type Date’ Type

Atlanta, GA:2

6/2/2017 Attainment.

Bartow County .... Attainment.
Cherokee County ... Attainment.
Clayton County ... Attainment.
Cobb County ....... Attainment.
Coweta County ... Attainment.
DeKalb County ... Attainment.
Douglas County .. Attainment.
Fayette